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Foreword 


This book is the fourth volume of a series of monographs on functional 
analysis appearing under the title ‘‘“Generalized Functions.” It should 
not, however, be considered a direct sequel to the preceding volumes. 
In writing this volume the authors have striven for the maximum inde- 
pendence from the preceding volumes. Only that material which is 
discussed in the first two chapters of Volume 1 must be considered as 
the indispensable minimum which the reader is required to know. In 
view of this, certain topics which were discussed in the preceding volumes 
are briefly repeated here. 

This book is devoted to two general topics: recent developments in 
the theory of linear topological spaces and the construction of harmonic 
analysis in n-dimensional Euclidean and infinite-dimensional spaces. 

After the appearance of a theory of topological spaces, the question 
arose of distinguishing a class of topological spaces, defined by rather 
simple axioms and including all (or nearly all) spaces which arise in 
applications. In the same way, after a theory of linear topological spaces 
was created, it became necessary to ascertain which class of spaces is 
most suitable for use in mathematical analysis. Such a class of linear 
topological spaces—nuclear spaces—was singled out by the French 
mathematician A. Grothendieck. 

The class of nuclear spaces includes all or nearly all linear topological 
spaces which are presently used in analysis, and has a number of extremely 
important properties: the kernel theorem of L. Schwartz is valid in 
nuclear spaces, as is also the theorem on the spectral resolution of a 
self-adjoint operator. Furthermore, any measure on the cylinder sets in 
the conjugate space of a nuclear space is countably additive. The first 
and fourth chapters of this book are devoted to the discussion of these 
questions. In connection with spectral analysis, the concept of a rigged 
Hilbert space is introduced, which turns out, apparently, to be very 
useful also in many other questions in mathematics. 

The second question which we study in this volume is the harmonic 
analysis of functions in various spaces. Harmonic analysis in Euclidean 
space (the Fourier integral) has already been discussed to some extent 
in previous volumes. We have given up the idea of repeating here the 
material in the preceding volumes which was devoted to the Fourier 
integral (possibly, had all of the volumes been written at the same time, 
many questions in the theory of the Fourier integral, for example the 
Paley-Wiener theorem for generalized functions, would have found their 
natural setting in this volume). We discuss here only questions of harmonic 
analysis in Euclidean space which were left unclarified in the previous 
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volumes. Namely, we consider the Fourier transformation of measures 
having one or another order of growth (the theory of generalized positive 
definite functions) and its application in the theory of generalized random 
processes. The Fourier transformation of measures in linear topological 
spaces is considered at the same time. 

In the following, fifth volume, we single out questions of harmonic 
analysis on homogeneous spaces (in particular, harmonic analysis on 
groups) and intimately related questions of integral geometry on certain 
spaces of constant curvature. This theory, which is very rich in the diversity 
of its results (connected, for example, with the theory of special functions, 
analytic functions of several complex variables, etc.) could not, of course, 
be discussed in its entirety within the confines of the fifth volume. We 
have restricted ourselves to discussing only questions of harmonic analysis 
on the Lorentz group. It should be remarked that harmonic analysis on 
the Lorentz group and the related homogeneous spaces is a considerably 
richer subject than harmonic analysis in the “degenerate” case of a 
Euclidean space. For example, in the case of a Euclidean space only the 
smoothness of the Fourier transform of a function is influenced by 
specifying one kind of behavior or another at infinity of the function 
itself. But in the case of the Lorentz group, specifying the behavior of 
the function at infinity leads to certain algebraic relations among the 
values of its Fourier transform at different points. However, at the present 
time these questions are only in the initial stages of investigation. 

The material of this fourth volume represents a complete unit in itself, 
and, as we have said, the exposition is practically independent of the 
preceding volumes. In spite of the relation of one chapter to another, 
one can begin a reading of this book with the first chapter, which contains 
the general theory of nuclear and rigged Hilbert spaces, or with the second 
chapter, which discusses the more elementary theory of positive definite 
generalized functions. 

We mention that certain chapters contain, together with general results, 
others of a more specialized nature; these can be passed over at the first 
reading. 

The authors wish to express their deep gratitude to those who helped 
them in working on this book: F. V. Shirokov, whose contributions far 
exceeded the limits of ordinary editorial work, A. S. Dynin, B. S. Mityagin, 
and V. B. Lidskii, whose valuable advice the authors used in writing up 
various topics in the first chapter. They express their particular thanks 
to S. A. Vilenkin, who took upon herself all the work connected with 
preparing the manuscript for press. 

I. M. GEL’FAND 
N. YA. VILENKIN 
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CHAPTER | 


THE KERNEL THEOREM. NUCLEAR SPACES. 
RIGGED HILBERT SPACE 


This chapter is devoted to the study of a class of countably normed 
spaces!_-so-called nuclear spaces. These spaces first appeared in con- 
nection with the “kernel theorem,” which will be used repeatedly in 
this book. Later it became evident that nuclear spaces also play an 
essential role in many other topics of functional analysis, namely, nuclear 
spaces turn out to be the most natural class of spaces for the study of 
the spectral decomposition of self-adjoint operators. These spaces were 
already introduced in Volume III (Chapter IV, Section 3.1), in con- 
nection with the consideration of spectral decompositions. However, 
the definition of nuclearity which was given there is not entirely suitable 
for the study of other questions. Therefore in this volume we will use 
another definition of nuclear space, which in the essential cases is 
equivalent to nuclearity in the sense discussed in Volume III. The 
discussion in this chapter does not depend upon that in Volume III. 
In order to attain a complete independence of these treatments, we will 
present in this chapter certain results on the spectral decomposition of 
self-adjoint operators. Here, however, our main attention will be given 
to the general aspects of theory, unlike the treatment in Volume III, 
where a not inconsiderable part was played by the applications of these 
results to specific differential operators. 

An important role is played by the concept of a rigged Hilbert space. 


1 We assume that the reader is familiar with the concept of a countably normed space 
to the extent of Chapters I and II of Volume II of this series. Besides, a brief discussion 
of the basic facts relating to a special case of such spaces—countably Hilbert spaces—is 
given at the beginning of Section 3. Let us note that throughout this volume every 
countably normed space considered will be taken, without special mention, to be complete. 

Moreover, we will as a rule assume that the compatible norms || ¢ lin, 1 << < , 
which define the topology in a countably normed space ® are monotonically increa- 
sing, i.e., that for every element ¢ € @ the inequalities 


lie ll: < es < ilel, <o 
hold. 
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This concept arises in considering nuclear spaces in which an inner 
product is introduced in some way or another. The theory of rigged 
Hilbert spaces is discussed in Section 4, where applications of this 
theory to the spectral analysis of self-adjoint operators are presented. 

Also related to the theory of nuclear spaces is the subject of measure 
theory in linear topological spaces, discussed in Chapter IV. We will 
show in that chapter that the nuclearity of a space @ is a necessary and 
sufficient condition for every measure on the cylinder sets in the space 
@’, conjugate to ®, to be completely additive. 


1. Bilinear Functionals on Countably Normed Spaces. 
The Kernel Theorem 


In this section we will study the general form of bilinear functionals? 
on countably normed spaces. We will show that any bilinear functional 
B(y, %), continuous with respect to its arguments @ and % which range 
over countably normed spaces ® and Y, is continuous with respect to 
certain norms || ¢ ||, and | % |, in these spaces. In other words, we will 
show that 


|B, wt) | < Mle lln |e In 


for all elements » and % of the spaces ® and ¥, where the numbers 
M, m,n do not depend upon o and w. 

Applying this result to various specific spaces, we obtain the general 
form of bilinear functionals on these spaces. One of the most important 
results thereby obtained is a description of the bilinear functionals on 
the space K of infinitely differentiable functions with bounded supports. 
It will be proved that these functionals have the form 


Be, $) = (F, o(x)(y)), 


where F is a linear functional on the space K, of infinitely differentiable 
functions of the variables x = (x,,...,x,) and y = (yj, ...,;,), with 


2 A bilinear functional is a functional which is linear in both arguments ¢ and y¥. 
Further on we will encounter functionals B(g, %) which are linear in ¢ and antilinear 
in w, i.e., 

Blog, + Bor, o) = »Blpr, #) + BB(y2, #) 
but 
B(p, x1 + Bile) = &B(p, ¥y) + BBC, Yo) - 


Such functionals are called Hermitean-bilinear, or simply Hermitean functionals. 


1.1 Bilinear Functionals on Countably Normed Spaces a, 


bounded supports. This theorem is called “‘the kernel theorem’? and 
will be used frequently in this book. 


1.1. Convex Functionals 


The general properties of bilinear functionals are established by means 
of certain theorems concerning convex functionals on countably normed 
spaces. 

A real functional p(y) > 0, defined on a linear space ®, is called 
convex if for any two elements » and ¢ of @ the relation 


P(e + +) < p(y) + Pp) 


is satisfied, and for any element g and complex number a the relation 


Plage) = | « |p(¢) 
is satisfied. 

As an example of a convex functional one can take the norm || 9 || 
in a normed space, since in view of the definition of a norm || m + 4] 
<iell + li¥i and jag | = | allel. 

We remark that finiteness of the value of the functional p(q) for 
every element » of @ is not assumed in our definition, i.e., P(g) may 
assume the value + 00, in which case we take a: 0 = 00, a #0, and 
co +ta= 0+ © = ©. Obviously the set of elements g for which 
the functional p(g) takes on a finite value forms a linear subspace? in ®. 
One could avoid using infinite values for p(y) by considering the func- 
tional p(p) only on this subspace. 

The concept of a convex functional is related to the geometric concept 
of an absolutely convex set. A set A in a linear space @ is called absolutely 
convex if it contains, together with any two elements y and 4, every 
element of the form ag + fs, where « and 8 are complex numbers such 
that |a| + (Pi <1. 

In order to establish the connection between the concepts of a convex 
functional and an absolutely convex set, let us associate with the 
functional p(p) the set A consisting of every element g¢@ for which 
b(y) < 1. We show that this set is absolutely convex. In fact, let » 


* More precisely, ‘“‘the kernel theorem for the space K’’; the general kerne] theorem 
will be proved in Section 3. 

4 Nonclosed, generally speaking. 

5 In a rea] linear space the absolute convexity of a set is equivalent to its being convex 
and centrally symmetric. 
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and & b 
| 


elements of the set A, 1.e., p(y) < 1 and p(t) < 1. Then if 
lal + |B | 


e 
B| <1, we have 
Plow + Be) < | a lp(y) + |B lp) <Joe| +181 <1 


and so ag + fis € A, which proves the absolute convexity of A. 

Conversely, if A is any absolutely convex closed set (we are assuming 
now that @® is a topological linear space), then there exists a convex 
functional p(~) such that A coincides with the set of elements » for 
which p(y) < 1. This functional is defined by 


p(y) = VV, 


where gq is the supremum of those values A > 0 for which dg € A. It 
is easily seen that p(g) < | for every element @ of the set A and that 
p(y) > 1 if pm does not belong to A. Moreover, from the absolute convexity 
of the set A it follows that p(~) is a convex functional. 

We have thus established a correspondence between convex func- 
tionals p(@) and absolutely convex sets in the space ®. 

We remark that the functional p(¢) is finite on the smallest linear 
subspace Y in ® which contains the set A. In particular the functional 
P(¢) is finite on the entire space ®, if for any element » of ® one can 
find an element % ~ 0 in A such that » lies on the line passing through 
y and the zero element (i.e., p has the form g = Ax). We will in this 
case call the set A absorbing. Observe that if A is an absorbing set, then 
every element 9 of the space ® belongs to one of the sets nA (we denote 
by 7A the set of elements of the form ng, » € A). 

We call a functional p(q) lower semicontinuous if for any element gp 
of the space ® and any « > O there is a neighborhood U of gy» such 
that the inequality 


PCs) 2 P(Po) — « 


holds at every point % of this neighborhood. 

Let us prove that if the functional p(¢) is lower semicontinuous, then 
the set A, consisting of those elements » for which p(y) < 1, is closed. 
As a matter of fact, let gg be a limit point of the set A. Then in any 
neighborhood of the point go there is a point % for which p(s) < 1. 
Consequently, in view of the lower semicontinuity of the functional 
P(¢~), P(¢o) < 1, which proves that A is closed. 

Let us now prove that if the absolutely convex set A is closed, then 
the corresponding convex functional f(g) is lower semicontinuous. In 
fact, the set A of points % for which p(s) < | being closed, the set of 
points % for which p(s) > | is open. But then any set which is defined 
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by the inequality p(s) > a, where a is any real number, will be open. 
Setting a == p(y9) — «, we obtain that the set of points % for which 
P(¢) > p(po) — € is open, and consequently contains a neighborhood 
of the point go. This proves the lower semicontinuity of the functional 
p(¢) at any point gp. 

Thus we have proved that there is a one-to-one correspondence 
between lower semicontinuous convex functionals and absolutely convex 
closed sets. 


Lemma 1. Let {p.(~)} be some collection of lower semicontinuous 
convex functionals on a linear topological space ®. Then the functional 


P(¢), defined by 
p(y) = sup p,(¢); 


is also lower semicontinuous and convex. 


Proof. Let us denote by A, the absolutely convex closed set corre- 
sponding to the functional p.(g). Obviously, in order that the inequality 


P(p) = sup pal) < 1 


hold, it is necessary and sufficient that » belong to the intersection of 
all of the sets A,. But the intersection of closed absolutely convex sets 
is also closed and absolutely convex. Thus, to the functional p(¢) 
corresponds the closed absolutely convex set A = |, A,, and therefore 
p(y) is a lower semicontinuous convex functional. 

The following geometric theorem lies at the basis of the study of 
convex lower semicontinuous functionals. 


Theorem 1. Let A be a closed absolutely convex set in a countably 
normed space ®. If A is an absorbing set (i.e., if every element » of 
the space @ lies on the line passing through the zero element and some 
nonzero element of the set A), then A contains some neighborhood of 
the zero element of @. 


Proof. Let us denote by 7A the set of elements of the form na, ae A. 
From the absolute convexity of A it follows that the set nA is non- 
decreasing in 7, L.e., 


AC2AC...CnAC.... 


Since the set A is absorbing, any element » of the space ® belongs to 
the sets 2A for all » sufficiently large. Therefore ® = U,_, nA. But a 


n= 
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countably normed space cannot be a countable sum of nowhere dense 
sets.° Consequently at least one of the sets nA is dense in some region 
of the space ®, and, since it is closed, contains some ball S(qo, 79) 
defined by the inequality || ¢ — qo ||, < 79. But then the set A contains 
the ball Sy defined by the inequality || » — 9, ||, <7,, where y, = qo/n, 
r, == r9/n. Since A is absolutely convex, it is easy to see that it therefore 
contains the ball || q ||, <7,. Thus we have proved that A contains 
a neighborhood of zero, which proves the theorem. 

We remark that we have already encountered Theorem | in Volume II 
(cf. Chapter I, Section 3.4). 

Theorem | is equivalent to the following theorem concerning convex 
functionals on countably normed spaces. 


Theorem 1’. Let p(y) be a convex lower semicontinuous functional 
in a countably normed space ®, which has a finite value at each point 
of this space. Then p(¢) is bounded in some neighborhood of the zero 
element of @. 


Proof. We consider the set A consisting of those points » for which 
p(y) <1. In view of the convexity and lower semicontinuity of the 
functional p(g) this set is absolutely convex and closed. In as much as 
p(y) has finite values on the entire space ®, the set A is absorbing 
(i.e., any element » of ® can be represented in the form A, where 


§ In fact, let 4, C A, C ... be an increasing sequence of nowhere dense sets in a countably 
normed space ®. Since the set A, is nowhere dense, there is a ball Sj(q, 7,), defined by 
the inequality || @ —- ¢1 |», < 4,71 < 1, which contains no points of the set A,. Further, 
there is a ball S2(2, 72), defined by the inequality || ¢ — ge lly, < 72,72 < 4, Po > py, which 
lies in the ball S,(q,, 7,) and contains no points of the set A,. Continuing this process, 
we obtain a nested system of balls 


S1(1, 71) 2 Sola, 72) D1. D SklPes Me) D+, 


defined by the inequalities |; — Pk ling < Tey Te < MUR, Piri > Per and such that 
Si(gx, 7.) Contains no points of the set A,. It is easily seen that the centers 9), ..., px, ..- 
of these balls form a fundamental sequence in ©@ (i.e., that limy.1,<0 |! gp; — #1 |ln = 0 
for any 7). Since we are considering only complete countably normed spaces, the sequence 
P1> -+-) Pky +» has a limit point yp. Obviously this point » belongs to every ball Si(g,, 7x) 
and therefore does not belong to any one of the sets 4,. But this shows that wé have 
founda point of the space ® not belonging to the sum Chae A,,. Consequently ® + Ur, Ax. 

Let us remark that Theorem |] and every result which we obtain from it is valid 
for every locally convex linear topological space which cannot be decomposed into a 
countable sum of nowhere dense sets (a linear topological space is called locally convex 
if it possesses a complete system of neighborhoods of zero, consisting of absolutely 
convex sets). 

A linear topological space for which Theorem | holds is called a barreled space. Thus, 
this theorem can be stated as “every countably normed space is barreled.” 
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ys € A). Consequently, by Theorem | A contains a neighborhood U 
of zero, in which, by the definition of A, we have p(y) < 1, which 
proves the theorem. 

In order to describe bilinear functionals we need the following genera- 
lization of Theorem 1’. 


Theorem 2. Let /,(¢), ..., p(y), ... be a sequence of convex lower 
semicontinuous functionals on a countably normed space ®. Suppose 
further that 


Pile) = Polp) = 


where, for each point ¢, ~,(¢) is finite for all n > n(p). Then there are 
numbers my, m, M not depending upon g, such that for n > my the 
functional p,(¢) is finite on the entire space and, moreover, the inequality 


PAP) < M|| P hi 
holds for every point q. 


Proof. We denote by A, the set of points of ® for which the inequality 
P,»(v) <1 holds. Each of the sets A, is absolutely convex and closed, 
and every element » of ® belongs to at least one set of the form kA,; 
namely, if ~,(p) has a finite value and p,(p) < k, then » belongs to the 
set kA,. Thus © = U-. gU; 3 kA, Since the space ® cannot be 
decomposed into a sunuble sum of nowhere dense sets, at least one 
of the sets RA,, say koA,,, is dense in some region of ®, But then the 
set A, is dense in some region of ®. Since A,, is closed, it follows that 
A,,, contains some ball S_,,(gyo, 7) defined by the inequality || ¢ — go ||, <r. 
Therefore, in view of the absolute convexity of A,,, it also contains the 
ball S,,(7): || @ ll, <7. In other words, we have shown that from 
the inequality || ||,, <7 there follows the inequality p, (y) < 1. 
Since we have p,(p) < Pp,,(p) for m > mo, then for every n > my and 
every o the inequality 


Pile) < M ||P llm 


holds, where M = 1/r, which proves the theorem. 


1.2. Bilinear Functionals 


We proceed now to the description of bilinear functionals on countably 
normed spaces. It is known that any linear functional F on a countably 
normed space has finite order, i.e., is continuous relative to one of the 
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norms || » ||,. In fact, in view of the continuity of the functional F there 
is a neighborhood U, defined by the inequality || » ||, <6, in which 
the inequality |(F, p)| < 1 holds. But then for || ||, < «8 the inequality 
I(F, p)| <e obtains, i.e., the functional F is continuous in the norm 
eae 

We shall now prove a similar result for bilinear functionals. Let us 
call a bilinear functional B(g, %), where p and ¢% range over the countably 
normed spaces ® and Y, continuous in each of 1ts arguments, if for fixed 
g the functional B(g, 4) is continuous in ys, and for fixed ¢ it is continuous 
in y. The following theorem holds: 


Theorem 3. Let B(y, %) be a bilinear functional in the countably 
normed spaces ® and WY which is continuous in each of its arguments. 
g and #. Then there are norms || ||, and | ¥|,, in the spaces ® and Y 
relative to which the functional B(, 4) is jointly continuous in the 
variables m and yw. In other words, there exist norms || q ||, and | % |m 
such that’ 


| Bey, #)| < Me lal & Im (1) 


where M does not depend upon g¢ and ¥. 


Proof. For each m we introduce the functional p,(s) on the space ¥, 
defined by 


Pal) = eet | Big, b) |. (2) 


This functional can assume both finite and infinite values. However, 
for each point ys, there is an 2 (depending upon y,) such that p,(%) 1s 
finite. In fact, B(y, yo) is for fixed Y% a continuous linear functional on 
the space ®. But any continuous linear functional on a countably 
normed space is continuous with respect to some norm |! »||,,, and so 
there is an m such that B(g, yo) is bounded in the ball || pl, < 1, Le., 
in view of (2) the value p,(yp) is finite. 

Now we show that the functionals p,() are monotonically decrea- 
sing, convex, and lower semicontinuous. That the functionals p, are 
monotonically decreasing 


pil) >... > pal) > 


follows from the fact that the norms || 9 ||, satisfy the inequalities 


lel <llele <- <ela <.. 


7 We denote the norms in @ by || ¢ Iln, and in ¥ by | & [m. 
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Therefore the set |! @||, < 1 contains the set || ¢!l,,, <1 and con- 
sequently 
Prlt) = sup | Bg, %)| 2 sup | Big, p)| = Prt). 
l¢llp<1 <1 


PlneyS 


Further, the functionals p,(y) are convex. Indeed, for fixed g the 
functional | B(y, y)| is convex, and so the functional 


Pb) = ba | By, #)| 


as the supremum of convex functionals, is likewise convex. In exactly 
the same way one proves that the functionals p,() are lower semi- 
continuous (the functional | B(¢, #)|, p fixed, is continuous and a fortiori 
lower semicontinuous). 
Now we apply Theorem 2 to the functionals p,(%). We find that 
Pil) < M|%|n, where m and M do not depend upon y, and a 1s 
equal to or greater than some integer m. In view of the definition of the 
functional p,(), this means that 
sup | Bip, ¥)| < Mo |m 
il@ll, <1 

and therefore 
| Big, p)| < M| si lla | xp |m- 


Thus our theorem is proved. 

Let us now consider a linear operator which carries a countably 
normed space @ into the conjugate space WY’ of a countably normed 
space WY. With every such operator A can be associated a bilinear 
functional B(g, ¢), where » € © and se ¥, setting 


Bg, $) = (Ag, p) 


[we recall that Ape W’ and so (Ag, #) is defined]. Therefore, from 
Theorem 3 one can obtain a theorem concerning operators of this 
type. For this we assume that the operator A is continuous relative to 
the topology of the space ® and the weak topology of the space W’. 
In other words, we assume that for any elements yy, ..., 4, of YW there 
is a neighborhood U of zero in ® such that |(Ag, %,)| < 1,1 <k <n, 
for every element » of U.®8 Then, as is easily seen, the bilinear functional 


8 A neighborhood of zero in the space ¥’, in the weak topology, is defined by the 
inequalities 
(Py da) | <1, l<k <n, 


where yy, ..., #, are fixed elements of the space ¥. 
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B(y, %) will be continuous with respect to each of its arguments » and yw. 
Applying Theorem 3 to B(g, %), we find that for every element » € @ 
and y € Y an inequality of the form 


holds, where M, m, n are certain numbers which do not depend upon 
g and y. Taking into account the definition of the norms in the space 
Ww", we obtain 


| Ap Jin < MII ¢ ln 


(we have denoted® by | F'|_,, the norms in the space ¥’, defined by 
the equation | F |_,, = supy, < | (F, #)!). Thus we have proved that 


sup | Ap lin <M. 


lleily<1 


But this means that the operator A is continuous relative not only to 
the topology in the space ® and the weak topology in the space Y’, 
but also the topologies in these spaces defined by the norms || ||, and 
| F |_,,. Thus the following holds: 


m- 


Theorem 3’. Let ® and WY be countably normed spaces and A 
a linear operator mapping ® into the conjugate space Y’ of W. If A is 
continuous relative to the topology of the space ® and the weak topology 
of the space ¥Y’, then it is continuous relative to certain norms || @ ||, 
and | F'|_,, in these spaces. 

We obtained Theorem 3’ as a corollary of Theorem 3. Conversely, 
Theorem 3 is a corollary of Theorem 3’. This is a consequence of the 
following easily proved assertion. If B(p, ys) 1s a bilinear functional on 
the spaces ® and , continuous in each of its arguments m and %, then 
the equation 


(Ag, p) = Bo, p) 


defines an operator A which maps ® into ' and 1s continuous relative 
to the topology of ® and the weak topology of ¥'’. We remark that the 
bilinear functional B(g, ys) defines, along with the operator A, also its 
adjoint A’, defined by the equation (A’ss, ~) = B(g, ¥). 


®* For reasons which will be clarified below, we have denoted the norms in a space, 
conjugate to a countably normed space 9, by |! F' ||_,,, ie., we use negative indices. 
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1.3. The Structure of Bilinear Functionals on Specific Spaces 
(the Kernel Theorem) 


The purpose of this section is to describe bilinear functionals on 
specific linear topological spaces, primarily on the space K of infinitely 
differentiable functions with bounded supports and the space S of 
infinitely differentiable functions which are rapidly decreasing for 
| « | -» o© together with their derivatives of all orders.!° The determina- 
tion of the structure of bilinear functionals on the space K represents 
the content of the so-called ‘“‘kernel theorem” of L. Schwartz. 

We will begin the solution of the problem at hand with the proof 
of a lemma on bilinear functionals on a Hilbert space of functions. 
For the sake of simplicity we carry out all considerations for functions 
of a single variable, stating here and there the changes which appear in 
the statements of the theorems upon passing to functions of several 
variables. 

We denote by H(a) the Hilbert space consisting of all functions 9(x) 
defined on the interval | x | < a and having square integrable moduli 
on this interval. The scalar product in the space H(a) is defined by 


(p, #) = [. o(x)bx) dev. 


We denote the norm in H(a) by || ¢ ||, Le., 


lell=[f- leer ad]. 


Lemma 1. Let B(p, 4) be a continuous bilinear functional on the 
space H(a), such that 


|B Py) < Mile) #1, 
| Bp, #)) < Mile iii el (3) 
| Bee’, #)| < Ml ell|| #1], 


10 ‘The spaces K and S were introduced in Volume I. In the appendix to Section 1 we 
repeat the definition of these spaces and state their fundamental properties. Let us recall 
here only that a function ¢(x) is called rapidly decreasing if 


lim | x*g(x) | = 0 
| | 00 


for every k. 
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if the functions g(x) and y(x) as well as their derivatives p(x) and w(x) 
belong to the space H(a). Then the functional B(g, %) has the form 


Be.) = ff Fle s)e(eyh(y) dx dy, (4) 


where F(x, y) is a function with square integrable modulus. 


Proof. We choose the orthonormal basis in H(a) consisting of the 
functions 


—-O <n <i @. 


l 
n\X) == — a ex 
Xn(*) ae p ( 


The functions 


mmx + ny) 


Xm(*) Xn(Y) = ; 59 oP (— ; 


form an orthonormal basis in the space H,(a) of functions 9(x, y), 
|x! <a,!y!< a with square integrable moduli. To construct the 
kernel F(x, y) we consider the series 


> > B(Xms Xn)Xml®) Xn(Y)- (5) 


M=—D n=—O 


Let us show that this series converges in the mean. For this it suffices 
to show that the series 


> 1 Bm xP (6) 


m=—O n= 


converges. But by inequalities (3) we have 


| Bins Xn) < MI xm Ill Xn Il 


and 
| BUX: Xn < . M|| Xm | | Xn ||. 
Since 
Xn(X) = ee a (3) and | Xn | = 1 
then 
M 
B m> An < 1 ’ m 0, n 0, 
| Blxms Xn)| nite x x 
M, 
Fs m 0, 
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where M, = Ma/r. Therefore the series (6) is majorized by the series 


x 1 io 3) io] 1 
| BO, IP + 4M Dar + 4M DD aa (7) 
Since the series (7) converges, so does the series (6), and therefore (5) 
converges in the mean. 


Let us denote the sum of the series (5) by F(x, y), i.e., we put 


oa ow 


F(x, y) = SD) Blxms Xn)Xm(®) Xnl¥)- (8) 


M=—D N=—D 


Since this function is the sum of a Fourier series which converges in 
the mean, it has square integrable modulus, i.e., 


[ [ | F(x, y)/? dx dy < a. 


Consequently the expression 
[fF veo) de dy 


defines a continuous bilinear functional on the space H(a). Let us 
show that this functional coincides with the functional B(g, 4). Since 
these functionals are continuous, it is sufficient to show that they 
coincide for the elements y,(x) of the orthonormal basis in H(a), i.e., 
that 


BOxom Xn) = ff FC Wxm( x09) a dy. (9) 


But Eq. (9) immediately follows from the fact that by formula (8) the 
numbers B(yx,,, X,) are the Fourier coefficients of the function F(x, y) 
relative to the orthonormal basis y,,(x) y,(y) in the space H,(a) of 
functions (x, y),| «| <a, || <a having square integrable moduli, 
which proves the lemma. 

A similar assertion holds for functions of m variables, where, instead 


of inequalities (3), one has to assume that the inequalities 
| Boo”, $)| < Mijplliv!, O< [71 <a O<| RI <n. 
hold. 


We now generalize the result obtained to bilinear functionals on the 
Hilbert space H')(a) consisting of all functions g(x) on the interval 
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|x | <a which have m — | continuous derivatives (one-sided at the 
end points —a, a), with the (m — 1)st having the form 


pe D(x) —e€ + [ g(t) dt, 


where ¢'”)(t) is square integrable over [—a, a]. The scalar product in 
H'™)(a) is defined by 


(p,m = >, | p'(x)p(x) de. 
k=0 © —@ 
We denote (9, ~)m by Il @ llm- The following lemma holds: 


Lemma 1’. Let B(9, ¥) bea bilinear functional on the space H'™(a), 
continuous with respect to each argument, and such that 


| BO’, #')) < Ml |lmll 4 lms 
| Bees £')| < M|| @ |lmall ¥ Ilms 
| Bp’, #)| < M || — llmll # Ils 


if the functions q’(x) and y’(x) belong to H'™(a). Then the functional 
B(¢, ¥) can be represented in the form 


m a a k+l . 
Bed) = >) ff Garg? only) de dy, 


by L=0 
where F(x, y) is a function whose derivatives 


ok+! F(x, y) 


0 <k,l<™m have square integrable moduli on the square —a < x <a, 
—aay sa 

This lemma is proved in the same way as was Lemma |. One has 
only to choose the kernel in the form 


B(xis Xx) xil2) xa(9) 


F = : 


j,k=0 
An analogous lemma holds also for functions of several variables. 

We pass now to the principal aim of this section—the description of 
every bilinear functional on the space K(a) of infinitely differentiable 
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functions which vanish outside the interval |x| < a. This space is 
countably normed, where the norms are defined by 


|? Im = sup max | y'")(x)|. 
Och: =m |xi<a 


It will be convenient to replace this system of norms by the system of 
norms |  |,,, defined by the scalar products 


(Wm = |" eM) ax 


This system of norms is equivalent to the preceding system. In fact, 
it is obvious that 


(P; ®),n -> ( | p(x)? dx < 2a(m + I) @ Il, 
On the other hand, for | x | < a we have 
(a) = 19) — 9-2) = | oO dE] < [> Lor ae 
Applying the Bunyakovski-Schwartz inequality, we arrive at the relation 
oN? < 2a f” |p M(HP dE <2af | oC) aE. 


—a 


From this relation, which is valid for every x in the interval |x| <a 
and every k, it follows that 
m 


olE, = sup, max | p(x) <2a >) [| (EP dE < 2a(p, P ma 


Oxkem |x| <a hen 


1.€., | ce) I" < 2a(y, P)m+1- 


Thus 
(P P)m < 2alm + 1) ¢ Ih, 
and 
LP lie S 2QP Pn pr 


These inequalities show that the topologies defined by the system of 


norms || q@ ||, and |» |, = V(9, py), coincide. 
Now denote by K'™(a) the completion of the space K(a) with respect 
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to the norm | 9 |», = V(¢, ¢)m: This completion is obviously a Hilbert 
space with scalar product 


(2, ¥)m = pa [ p(x) (ce) dee, 


and is in fact a subspace of H'™(a). We also need the following result: 
If not only g(x) but also y’(x) belongs to the space H'™ (a), then the 
inequality 


|e Im < lp [n+ (10) 
holds. In fact 


m a m+l aa 
(9 m= Df lo Mayrde <> [ley dx = (9, Oma 
k=0° —@ k=0* —@ 


and therefore | 9’ |,, < | ¢ Im: 

Let us now consider a bilinear function B(, %) on the space K(a). 
By Theorem 3, Section 1.2, this functional is continuous relative to 
certain norms |@ |,, and | % |, in K(a). Without loss of generality we 
can assume m =n. Therefore the functional B(p, ys) satisfies the 
inequality 

| Bee, b)] < MI ¢ |ml # |m- 


From this it follows that the functional B(y, ys) can be extended by 
continuity to K' (a), and then arbitrarily to all of the Hilbert space 
H'™ a). At the same time, if the functions g(x), ¥(x) € H'™(a) are such 
that their derivatives p’(x) and ’(x) also belong to H'™ (a), then by 
formula (10) the inequality 


| BPs eS MI" bal Bo Im <M @ |msal # |mt 


holds, as well as the inequalities 


| By’; ~)| < M| P ln op ma 
and 


| Be, | < M|¢ [meal & |mys- 


We can therefore apply Lemma 1’. According to this lemma B(g, #) 
has the form 


m41 


Be = LP seep ve) de dy, (11) 


k,t=0 
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: Setee OR+UF( x, 
where F(x, y) is a function whose derivatives ey 5. OSS R, 


l<m-+ 1, have square integrable moduli. Thus we have proved 
the following assertion. 


Lemma 2. Any bilinear functional B(y, ¥), continuous in each 
argument, on the space K(a) of infinitely differentiable functions which 
vanish outside the interval |x| <a can be written in the form (11), 
OTF (x, y) 


Oxk Oyt > Of 


where F(x, y) is a function whose derivatives 
l1<m- 1, have square integrable moduli. 
Okt lE( x, y) 


ar a 


We note now that if every derivative 


has square integrable modulus, then 


m+1 


a a okt+t ; ok+t : 
(Fe) = > [. [aera 2) gar gyt 9) dx dy (11’) 


k,t=0 


defines a continuous linear functional F on the space K,(a) of infinitely 
differentiable functions which vanish outside the square |x! <a, 
|y |< a. Therefore Lemma 2 may be formulated in the following way: 


Theorem 4. Let B(y, #) be a bilinear functional, continuous in 
each argument, on the space K(a) of infinitely differentiable functions 
which vanish outside of the interval |x|! <a. Then B(g, %) can be 
written in the form 


Bly, $) = (F, e(x) oy) 


where F is a linear functional on the space K,(a) of infinitely differen- 
tiable functions g(x,y) which vanish outside the square |x| <a, 
ly| <a. 

It is now easy to obtain the general form of bilinear functionals on 
the space K of all infinitely differentiable functions having bounded 
supports. In fact, let B(p, #) be a bilinear functional on K. Then for 
any value a, B(¢, %) defines a bilinear functional B,(y, ) on the sub- 
space K(a) of functions which vanish outside the interval | x! < a. 
By Theorem 4 there is a linear functional F, on the space K,(a) of 
infinitely differentiable functions g(x,y) which vanish outside the 
square |x! <a, |¥y| <a, such that 


Bly, b) = Bip, $) = (Fa o (x)4()) 
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for o(x) € K(a), Y(x) € K(a). The functionals F,, are mutually compatible 
in the sense that 


(Fo, x(x, ¥)) = (Fo, x(*; 9), (12) 


if the function x(x, y) belongs to the space K,(a) and 6b >a, c Da. 
As a matter of fact, suppose that 6 > a and o(x), Y(x) are functions 
from K(a). Then 


(Fo, P(x)H(y)) = Bulg, ¥) = Be, ¥). 


Since the right side of this equation does not depend upon 3), we find 
that (F,, o(x)h(y)) = (F, o(x)o(y)) for b > a, ¢ > a. Thus Eq. (12) is 
proved for functions of the form (x, y) = (x)¢(y). Since linear 
combinations of such functions are everywhere dense in the space 
K,(a), (12) holds for every function y(x, y) € K.(a). 

But to any compatible family of linear functionals F,, on the spaces 
K,(a) there corresponds a linear functional F on the space K,, defined 
by the equation 


(F, o(%, ¥)) = Fas ol, ¥)), 


where a is chosen so that g(x, y) vanishes outside the square | x| < a, 
|y | <a. From the compatibility of the functionals F, it follows that 
the value of F does not depend upon a. Thus the functional F is uniquely 
defined for every function 9(x, y) in Kg. 

From the continuity and linearity of every functional F, it follows 
that the functional F is continuous and linear. Moreover, for any functions 
g(x) and (x) in the space K we have 


Bly, $) = (F, o(x)(y)). 


In fact, there is a number a such that g(x) and (x) vanish outside the 
interval |x| < a. Then 


Bly, ) = Bap, $) = (Fas o(*)W(y)) = (F, p(~)(y))- 


Thus we have proven the following theorem. 


Theorem 5 (The Kernel Theorem). Every bilinear functional B(q, ), 
on the space K of all infinitely differentiable functions having bounded 
supports, which is continuous in each of the arguments » and »# has 
the form 


Bly, $) = (F; o(x)H(y)), 
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where F is a continuous linear functional on the space Ky, of infinitely 
differentiable functions of two variables having bounded supports. 

Of course, this theorem can without difficulty be generalized to the 
case where g(x) and (vy) are functions of several variables. 

A theorem analogous to Theorem 5 holds also for the space S of 
infinitely differentiable functions which, together with all their derivatives, 
are rapidly decreasing as | x | -> oo. This theorem can be formulated 
in the following way. 


Theorem 6. A bilinear functional B(g, ys) on the space S, continuous 
in each argument, has the form 


Bie, b) = F oe)h(y)), 


where F is a linear functional on the space S, of functions which, 
together with all of their derivatives, are rapidly decreasing as 
x? + y?—> 00, 

This theorem is proved almost exactly as was Theorem 5, with 
certain modifications in the construction of the kernel F(x, y). Bearing 
in mind that a theorem will be proved in Section 3, of which Theorems 5 
and 6 are particular cases, we omit the proof of Theorem 6. 

We now indicate the general form of bilinear functionals on the 
space S. A description of linear functionals on the space S was given 
in Volume II (Chapter II, Section 4.3). Applying this to the functional F 
on S, which is defined by the bilinear functional B(g, %), we arrive at 
the following theorem. 


Theorem 7. Any bilinear functional on the space S which is 
continuous in each argument has the form 


Bg, ) = | Fle, y)p'™(a)yer(y) de dy, 


where F(x, y) is a continuous function of power growth." 

One can obtain, for bilinear functionals on the space K(a), a similar 
formula which is simpler than formula (11); namely, the following 
theorem holds. 


11 We say that a function F(x, y) has power growth if there is a p such that 


lim F(x, y) (x? + y?)-? = 
OO 


cy? 
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Theorem 8. Any bilinear functional on the space K(a) which is 
continuous in each argument has the form 


Bp.) = ff Fs y)p'(aper(y) de dy, 


where F(x, y) is a continuous function defined on the square | x| < a, 
ly| <a. 

In conclusion we remark that theorems analogous to the kernel 
theorem are valid also for polylinear functionals. For example, the 
corresponding theorem for the space K is formulated in the following 
way. 


Theorem 5’. Let B(qy, ...,~m) be a polylinear functional on the 
space K which is continuous in each argument. Then there is a linear 
functional F, on the space K,, of infinitely differentiable functions of 
m variables having bounded supports, such that 


BQ, 5 Pm) = (Fs Gi(%1) --- Pm(*%m))- 


Appendix. The Spaces K, S, and Z 


Throughout this volume we will, as a rule, be concerned only with 
the spaces K, S, and Z. Other spaces of test functions will be encountered 
only occasionally. In order to spare the reader the necessity of referring 
to earlier volumes of this series for the definition of each of these spaces, 
we give here a brief discussion of the basic results concerning the 
spaces K, S, and Z. 

We denote by K the space of all functions g(x) = 9(%, ..., %,) of n 
variables which are infinitely differentiable and have bounded supports. 
A sequence {9,,(x)} of functions in K is said to converge to zero if there 
exists a constant a such that every function g,,(x) vanishes for | x | > a,’ 
and if for every g the sequence {p\2(x)} converges uniformly to zero. 

This definition can be formulated in another way. Let us denote by 
K(a) the subspace in K consisting of those functions g(x) which vanish 
for |x | > a. A sequence {9,,(x)} converges to zero in the space K(a) 
if for every q the sequence {p\’(x)} converges uniformly to zero. If 
a <6 then K(a)C K(b). The space K is the union of all the spaces 


'2 We maintain the notation of the preceding volumes; for example, | x | denotes the 
quantity (x? +... + x2)? and | qj, the sum q, + ... + Qn. 
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K(a), and a sequence {9,,(x)} of functions in K converges to zero if 
and only if all the functions @,,(x) belong to the same subspace K(a) 
and converge to zero relative to the topology of this subspace. 

The topology in the space K may also be defined by giving a system 
of neighborhoods of zero in K. We note first that in the subspace K(a) 
a topology can be defined by means of the system of norms 


| P(*)Ilm = Sup max | p'?(x)]. 
lai<m [ei<a 
We call an absolutely convex set U in K a neighborhood of zero if 
for any a the set UN K(a) is a neighborhood of zero in K(a). This 
means the following: there exist numbers m and e, depending upon 
a, such that g(x) € U when (x) € K(a) and 


sup max | y'(x)| < e. 
lgi<m |#l<a 


It is not difficult to show that the topology defined by this (uncountable) 
system of neighborhoods of zero leads to precisely that notion of con- 
vergence which we introduced above.t 

Another space which will be considered below is the space S. It 
consists of all infinitely differentiable functions g(x) which are rapidly 
decreasing, together with their derivatives of all orders, as | x | — oo. 
This means that for every r > 0 and gq the relation 


Jim \(1 + | «[2yre%(x)| = 0 
holds. A sequence {9,,(x)} of functions in S is said to converge to zero 
if for every r > 0 and q 


Jim, max |(1 + | « |2)%919(x)] = 0. 


A topology in the space S can be defined by prescribing the following 
system of neighborhoods of zero. The neighborhood U(r,k, €) is 


t This definition of the topology in K appears to differ from that given in reference (69), 
Volume 1, Chapter III, §1, which is as follows: for each sequence of positive numbers 
€; > €g > «++ > Oand non-negative integers m,; < m, < -*- —> +00 we define V({e,}, {m,}) 
as the set of functions g € K which satisfy, for each 7, the inequalities 


lp'M%|(x)| <e, for |x| >f and |q| < m, 


The collection of all such V({e,}, {m,}) is taken as a fundamental system of neighborhoods 
of zero in K. [Note: Footnotes cited by the dagger (f) are the translator’s.] 
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defined by the positive integers 7 and k and a number e > 0, and consists 
of every function g(x) in the space S for which the inequality 


max |(1 + | x |*)"p(x)| < « 


holds when |¢| <&. 

Every function in the space K obviously belongs to the space 5S, 
and the functions in K form an everywhere dense set in S relative to 
the topology of S. Indeed, let g(x) be any function of the space S; 
we choose an arbitrary function a(x) in K such that «(0) = 1. Then 
each function a(x/m) g(x) belongs to K and, as is easily seen, as m-—> oc 
the sequence of these functions converges to the function g(x) in the 
topology of S. 

The imbedding of the space K into the space S is continuous, since 
the inequality 


max \(L + | x |?)"p'(x)| < , lg| <k, 


which defines a neighborhood of zero in S, also defines a neighborhood 
of zero in K. Indeed, in each of the spaces K(a) the topologies induced 
by the topologies of K and S coincide. From this it easily follows that 
K(a) is a closed subspace not only of K but also of S. 

Now we introduce the space Z. It consists of entire analytic functions 
@(2) = 9(2, -..) %,) Such that.for any 7 the inequality’ 


| a7@(z)| < Cet!” , 2 =X + ty; (13) 


holds, where the constant a depends upon g(z), and the constant C 
depends upon ¢(z) and r. From now on we will call an entire analytic 
function which satisfies an inequality of the form 


| p(z)| < Cer! 


a function of exponential type. From inequality (13) it follows that a 
function in Z is a function of exponential type which is rapidly decreasing 
on the real axis. It can be shown that if a function ¢(z) belongs to Z, 
then for every 7 and g the relation 


| a7p'(z)| < Cyea! (14) 
holds, where C, depends upon r and gq. 


13 By 2’ we understand, as usual, 277: ... ° 2,",and bya| y | thcsuma,|31/ +... + dnl ¥nl- 
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A sequence {9,,(z)} of functions in Z is said to converge to zero if 
every function 9,,(z) satisfies inequalities of the form 


| 2” paz) < Cea, 


where the constant a does not depend upon m, and for every qg and r 
the relation 

lim max CL + | x [2)"@l(x)| == 0 
holds. 

The family of functions ¢(z)¢ Z which satisfy inequalities of the 
form (13) with a fixed value of a forms a closed linear subspace Z(a) 
in Z. Thus the space Z is the union of the subspaces Z(a), and a sequence 
{p,(2)} converges to zero in Z if all the functions ,,(z) belong to the 
same subspace Z(a) and converge to zero in this subspace. 

We note now that considering a function g(z) € Z for real values of 
its argument, we obtain an infinitely differentiable function which is 
rapidly decreasing as |x |-»«, together with its derivatives of all 
orders [see inequality (14)]. In this way there is defined a continuous 
imbedding of the space Z into the space S. This imbedding preserves 
the topology in each of the subspaces Z(a). In other words, the topolo- 
gies induced in the spaces Z(a) by the topologies of Z and S coincide. 

The space S is carried into itself by the Fourier transformation, 
which takes a function g(x) into the function ¢(A): 


@(A) = | p(x)e' dx, (x, A) = yy +. + KnAQ. 


Under this transformation the space K is mapped onto the space Z, 
and the subspace K(a) is mapped onto the subspace Z(a). Since the 
functions in K are everywhere dense in S, the functions in Z are every- 
where dense in S. Besides, this is easily verified directly. In fact, let 
a(z) be any function in Z such that f «(x) dx = 1. Then for any function 
g(z) ¢ S we have (x) = lim,,,.. p,,(x), where 


P(X) ae kes On(%), On(%) pee eS. 


But it is not hard to see that the functions o,,(x) belong to the space Z.!* 


14We denote by 9 * a(x), where o(x) € S, a(x) € S, the convolution of the functions 

g(x) and a(x), defined by 
px a(x) = f ploda(x — 9) dy. 

Since the functions in Z may also be considered as functions in S, the convolution is 
thus defined also for functions in Z. It can be shown that the convolution of two functions 
in Z belongs to Z. The assertion that the ,,(x) belong to Z means that there exist functions 
Pm(2) Which coincide with the functions g,,(x) for real values of their argument z. 
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We now consider linear functionals on the spaces K, S, Z (generalized 
functions on these spaces). These linear functionals form linear spaces 
which are denoted by K’, S’, and Z’, respectively. We shall regard 
K’', S’, Z' as linear topological spaces. A sequence {F,,} of linear func- 
tionals is said to converge to zero if 


lim (Fin ¢) = 0 


for any test function g. 

Since the space K can be mapped continuously and one-to-one onto 
an everywhere dense subset of the space S, then each linear functional 
on S defines a linear functional on K, and to distinct functionals on S 
correspond distinct functionals on K. Thus there is defined a continuous 
imbedding of the space S’ into the space K’. It can be shown that the 
elements of S’ form an everywhere dense set in K’. In exactly the same 
way the elements of S’ also form an everywhere dense set in Z’. 

Examples of linear functionals on the space K are the functionals 
of the form 


(f,¢) = { Fe) dx, 


where f(x) is an arbitrary continuous function. Such a functional is 
called the regular functional corresponding to the function f(x). In 
particular, to each function (x) e K there corresponds a functional F, 
on K having the form 


(Fy, 9) = | He)ole) de. 


Let us show that the functionals of the form Fy, y(x) € K, are every- 
where dense in K’. To this effect, we choose positive functions a(x) 
and f(x) in K such that f a(x) dx = | and B(0) = 1. We set 


x 


Lm(X) = ma (—-) and Bin(*) = B(mx), aa CE 28 


and associate with each linear functional F on K a sequence of linear 
functionals F,,,, defined by 


m?> 


(Fi 9) = | Dm(o(x) de, 
where 


Frk%) = (F(Y), mle — y)), — Yml®) = fin(*)Bm(*). 
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Obviously the functions f,,(x) are infinitely differentiable and therefore 
the functions ¢,,(x) = f,,(x)8,,(«) belong to the space K. It is not hard 
to show that 


lim (Fins @) = (F, 9) 
for any function g(x) ¢ K. Thus we have proved that the functionals 
of the form F,,, ¢(«) € K, are everywhere dense in K’. 

Further on we will need the Fourier transform not only for test 
functions but also for generalized functions. Let F be a generalized 
function (linear functional) on any space © of test functions and let 
be the space consisting of the Fourier transforms of the functions in ® 
(for example, K = Z, Z = K, S = S). The generalized function F 
on ®, defined by!® 


(F, 6) = (2n)"(F, 9) 


is called the Fourier transform of the generalized function F. For 
regular generalized functions F,, ¢(x) ¢®, the formula F’, = F; holds, 
which shows that our definition of the Fourier transform for generalized 
functions agrees with the definition of the Fourier transform for test 


functions. 
In conclusion we indicate the general form of linear functionals on 


the spaces K, S, and Z. 
Every linear functional on the space S has the form 


(F, ¢) = [ Fe )e™@) dx, 
where f(x) is a continuous function such that for some r > 0 
1 + | x *)-f(x)i +0 as | x|—> 


(such functions are called functions of power growth). 
A linear functional on any one of the spaces K(a) is defined by an 
expression of the form 


(Fe) =f flxp'(x) de, 


|x| <a 


where f(x) is a continuous function. Since the space K is the union of 
the subspaces K(a), each linear functional F on K defines a family of 


18 » is the number of variables. 
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linear functionals F,, on the subspaces K(a): (F, ~) = (F,, ¢) if y(x) € K(a) 
These functionals are mutually compatible inthe sensethat(F,,~) =(Fy,¢) 
if a <b and g(x) e K(a). Conversely, any collection of compatible 
linear functionals F, on the spaces K(a) defines a linear functional F 
on K such that (F, y) = (F,, ~) for g(x) € K(a) (the continuity of the 
functional F follows directly from the definition of the topology in K). 
Every linear functional on the space Z is the Fourier transform of a 
linear functional on the space K. 


2. Operators of Hilbert-Schmidt Type and Nuclear Operators 


In the preceding section we proved the important kernel theorem 
for the space K. It was stated: there that an analogous theorem holds 
also for the space S. One can without difficulty enlarge the number 
of analogous theorems.! In the following section we will present a wide 
class of spaces, called nuclear spaces, for which an analog of the kernel 
theorem holds. The definition of nuclear spaces is related to certain 
classes of operators in Hilbert space, which we consider in this section. 
Of these classes, two—completely continuous operators and operators 
of Hilbert-Schmidt type— are undoubtedly well known to the reader. 
However, for the sake of keeping the discussion more self-contained 
we will recall the basic properties of these operators. 

The third class of operators—the class of nuclear operators—has 
in recent years gained importance in various connections. We define 
them in Section 2.3. Finally, in Section 2.4 we give an affine definition 
of the concept of a nuclear operator, which, in particular, makes it 
possible to generalize the definition to Banach spaces. We remark that 
in Banach spaces nuclear operators lose a number of important properties. 

Every class of operators which is considered below arises upon 
completing the space of degenerate operators® with respect to one norm 
or another. Namely, as will be shown (cf. Theorem 1), every degenerate 
operator A can be written in the form A = UT, where U is an isometric 
operator and T is a positive-definite operator. Let A,,...,A, be the 


1A similar theorem holds, for example, in the space 3 of entire analytic functions, 
in which the topology is given by the norms 
I) e(z) || = PRP (2) |. 
2 An operator A is called degenerate if it maps the entire space onto a finite-dimensional 
subspace. 
3 We call an operator A positive definite if (Af, f) > 0, and strictly positive definite if 
(Af,f) > 0,f #0. 
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eigenvalues of the operator T. The space of completely continuous 
operators is obtained from the space of degenerate operators by com- 
pleting the latter in the norm || A || = max,.A,; the space of Hilbert— 
Schmidt operators, by completion in the norm 


WAle=,/ >a 


k=1 


and the space of nuclear operators, by completion in the norm 
(Al Soa 

The norms || A ||, || All,, || A ||, are isometrically invariant: the values 
of each coincide for the operators A, UA, and AU, where U is an 
isometric operator. 

It is possible to describe every function f(A, ..., A,,) of the eigenvalues 
of the operator T such that the equation 


i A | = f(A, nang rn) A = UT 


defines an isometrically invariant norm in the space of degenerate 
operators. Namely, f(A,, ..., A,,) must bea positive function, homogeneous 
of degree one, symmetric with respect to the variables ,, ..., A,, and 
such that after we extend its definition, as an even function, to all 
values of the variables, the result is a convex function in n-dimensional 
space. The functions max, A,, V7, 2, and Xj_, A, which we are 
considering satisfy these conditions. 


2.1. Completely Continuous Operators 


A linear operator A which maps a Hilbert space H/, into a Hilbert 
space H, is called completely continuous if it carries any bounded set into 
a set whose closure is compact. This definition is equivalent to the 
following: the operator A is completely continuous if it takes every 
weakly convergent sequence of elements into a strongly convergent 
sequence.! 


4 A sequence of elements A, hy, ... of a Hilbert space H is said to converge strongly 


to the element # if 
lim jh, —h |} = 0. 
N37 


The sequence Ay, fy, ... is said to converge weakly to h if 
lim (Ay, 2) ~- (A, g) 
nom 


for every element g of H. 
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We note the following properties of completely continuous operators: 


(1) If A is a completely continuous operator which maps the space 
fH, into the space H,, then its adjoint® operator A*, which maps H, 
into H,, is likewise completely continuous. 


(2) The product AB of a continuous linear operator A and a com- 
pletely continuous operator B is completely continuous. The same 
assertion holds for the product BA. 


(3) Any linear combination of completely continuous operators is a 
completely continuous operator. 


Properties (2) and (3) are obvious. The proof of property (1) is carried 
out in the book of N. I. Akhiezer and I. M. Glazman, ‘Theory of 
Linear Operators in Hilbert Space,’ Chapter 2, §27. Moscow-Leningrad, 
1950. (English translation by Ungar, New York, 1962). 

If one considers linear operators acting in some Hilbert space H, 
then properties (1)-(3) can be formulated briefly by saying that the 
completely continuous operators form an ideal in the ring with an 
involution consisting of all continuous linear operators. 

It can be shown that the set of completely continuous operators is 
closed in the set of all continuous linear operators relative to the (operator) 
norm 


i Ai] = sup |i Af 


and, consequently, is complete relative to this norm.® 

A self-adjoint completely continuous operator, i.e., a completely 
continuous operator A such that (Af, g) = (f, Ag) for every fg eH, 
has a particularly simple structure. If A is a completely continuous 
self-adjoint operator, then one can choose an orthonormal basis é,, és, ... 
in H which consists of eigenvectors of A, Ae, = A,e,, and the eigenvalues 
A,, A», ... Corresponding to the vectors @, é., ... are real and converge to 
zero aS n> ©, Le., lim, ,.. A, = 0. 

Conversely, every operator A which is defined, in terms of some 


> Let A be a linear operator which maps the Hilbert space H, into the Hilbert space 
H,. The operator A* mapping H, into H,, and such that 


(Af, g) = (f, A%e) 


for every element f € H, and g € Ay, is called the adjoint of A. More precisely, one 
should write (4f,g), and (f, A*g),, where (4f,g), is the scalar product in H, and 
(f, A*g), is the scalar product in H,. However, we are confident that the reader can in 
every case easily determine in which of the spaces the scalar product is taken. 

° This assertion is proved in Akhiezer and Glazman, /oc. cit., Chapter 2, §28. 
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orthonormal basis e€,, é, ..., by de, = A,e,, where the A,, are real numbers 
and lim,,,. A, = 0, is self-adjoint and completely continuous.’ 

If the operator A is positive definite [i.e., if (Af, f) > O for every 
vector fe H], then its eigenvalues are either positive or equal to zero. 

We now show that any (in general, nonself-adjoint) completely 
continuous operator differs from a positive-definite completely con- 
tinuous operator only by an isometric factor, i.e., an operator U such 
that |j Uf || = || f|l. In other words, the following theorem holds: 


Theorem 1. Let A be a completely continuous operator which 
maps H/, into H,. Then A has the form A = UT, where T is a positive- 
definite completely continuous operator in H,, and U is an isometric 
operator? which maps the range of T into the space Hg. 


Proof. Let us consider the operator B = A*A. Since A maps A, 
into H,, and A* maps into H, into H,, B takes H, into itself. As the product 
of two completely continuous operators A and A*, B is completely 
continuous; further, B is positive definite. In fact, for any vector fe H, 
one has the inequality 


Consequently, as was stated above, the operator B has the form 
Be, = An€n Where eé,, é,... is an orthonormal basis in H,, A, > 0, 
and lim,,,.0A, = 0. We now introduce a new operator T = B? defined 
by Te, = VAn€n- Obviously, T? = B. Moreover, it is clear that T is 
completely continuous and positive definite. 

Let us compare || Af|| and |j Tf ||. We have 


| Af\? = (Af, Af) = (A*4hP) = (PFS). 


But T is positive definite and consequently self-adjoint. Therefore 
(Tf) = CF Tf) = I TFPI. 
Thus the operators A and T are metrically equal, i.e., 
|| Afll = Il TF 


7 Cf. Akhiezer and Glazman, loc. cit., Chapter 5, §55. 

t The operator U can obviously be extended to the closure of the range of T by 
continuity. Often it is extended to all of H, by defining it to be zero on the orthogonal 
complement of the range of 7, and then requiring linearity, An operator of this type 
is generally called partially isometric, and the decomposition A = UT is called the 
polar decomposition of A. 
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for any element f of H,. Now we define an operator U by the equation 
Ug = Af 


for every element g of the form g = Tf, fe H,. The operator U is 
isometric because g = Tf and || Af || = || Tf\|. Obviously, Af = Ug = 
U(Tf) and therefore A = UT. Thus the theorem is proved.® 

We remark that the operator U is defined on the set of elements of 
the form Tf, i.e., on the range of T. In view of its isometry we can extend 
it to the closure of its domain of definition. It is not hard to see that 
this closure is the subspace in H, spanned by the eigenvectors e, 
corresponding to the nonzero eigenvalues 4, of the operator T. 

Theorem | enables us to give a geometric description of completely 


continuous operators (in general, nonself-adjoint). Let d = UT be a 
completely continuous operator, and e,, é,,... orthogonal eigenvectors 
of the positive-definite operator T and A, > 0 the corresponding 
eigenvalues. Let us consider the sphere || x || = | in H,. The operator 
T transforms this sphere into an ellipsoid, whose principal axes are 
directed along the vectors ¢@, é,.... The lengths of the semiaxes of 
this ellipsoid are equal to Aj, Ag, .... Now the operator U isometrically 


maps this ellipsoid into the space 7,. As a result one obtains an ellipsoid 
in the space H,, whose principal axes are directed along the vectors 
h, = Ue, and whose semiaxes are of length A,. The lengths of the 
semiaxes of this ellipsoid tend to zero, since lim,.,.. A, = 0. 

Conversely, any operator A which transforms the sphere A into an 
ellipsoid whose principal semiaxes tend to zero is completely continuous. 

The simplest example of a completely continuous operator is an 
operator P of the form 


Pf aT, Nf eyh, 


where e and A are fixed vectors of unit length, and A is a fixed number. 
This operator maps all of H onto a one-dimensional space. We will 
now show that any completely continuous operator can be approximated 
by a sum of such operators. Specifically, we will show that a com- 
pletely continuous operator A can be represented as the sum of a series 


Af =D half eas (1) 


§ An analogous assertion holds not only for completely continuous but also for arbitrary- 
bounded (and even for a wide class of unbounded) operators. However, the result stated 
in the text is sufficient for our purposes. 
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where the e, (respectively, the h,) are the elements of an orthonormal 
set in H, (respectively, in H7,), and A,, Ag, ... are positive numbers which 
tend to zero as nm — oo. Conversely, every series of the form (1), in 
which e,, h,, A, have the aforementioned properties, defines a com- 
pletely continuous operator. 

The decomposition (1) may be obtained in the following way. We 
represent the operator A in the form A = UT and denote by {e,} the 
set of vectors remaining after deleting, from an orthonormal basis for 
H, consisting of eigenvectors of T, those members with zero eigenvalues; 
let {A,,} be the eigenvalues of the e,, and set h, = Ue,. Now for any 
fe Hy, we have 


Af = UTf = U (s Mf, €nen) = Aa fy & Mn. 


n=1i 


Now we show that the series (1) converges in operator norm, in other 
words, that the operators A,, defined by 


A,f = >, Af, ees 


converge in the operator norm to the operator A. Suppose || f|| = 1. 
Then, since the set {h,} is orthonormal, 


A — AdfIP= >) Ahad? <4 DY (hed? < ARISIP = Ai, 
n=k+i nak +1 
where A, denotes the largest of the numbers 4,.,,, Ay, .... From this 


inequality it follows that 


[Aerated SUR AE ey lies hy 


and, since lim,.,.. A, = 0, that lim,.,,. || d — A, || = 0. Therefore the 
operators A, converge to the operator A in operator norm, 

Now we show that the converse assertion holds, namely: any operator 
of the form 


Af = Sha fs ean (1) 


where {e,} and {h,} are orthonormal systems of vectors in the spaces 
H, and A, A, > 0, and lim, ,.. A, = 0, is completely continuous. For 
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the proof it suffices to remark that from lim,.,..A, = 0 follows 
lim, || 4 — A; || = 0, where 


A, f = 2, An( fr Onn: 


Since each of the operators A, maps the space H, onto a finite- 
dimensional subspace in H,, the A, are completely continuous. Con- 
sequently the operator A, being the limit in operator norm of the A,, 
is also completely continuous. 

It is obvious that for an operator A of the form (1) the numbers 4, 
are always eigenvalues of the positive-definite operator T which appears 
in the decomposition A = UT, the vectors e, are eigenvectors of T, 
and the vectors h, are of the form h, = Uée,,. 

We observe that at the same time we have proven the following 
assertion: 


Any completely continuous operator A is the limit in operator norm 
of a sequence of degenerate operators A, (i.e., operators which map 
the space H, onto a finite-dimensional subspace in H,). We have thus 
shown that the space of completely continuous operators coincides 
with the completion of the set of degenerate operators in the norm || A ||. 


2.2. Hilbert-Schmidt Operators 


For many questions of analysis the requirement that the eigenvalues 
r,, (of the operator T appearing in the decomposition A = UT of a 
completely continuous operator A) tend to zero is too weak. From now 
on we will consider operators on whose eigenvalues are imposed more 
restrictive requirements concerning their rate of decrease. 

One of the most frequently used classes of such operators is the 
class of Hilbert-Schmidt operators. 

A completely continuous operator A = UT is said to be of Hulbert- 


00 


Schmidt type if X,_, A2 < 0, where the A, are the eigenvalues of the 


operator T. 
Geometrically this says that an operator A of Hilbert-Schmidt type 
transforms the sphere || f|| = 1 into an ellipsoid such that the series, 


consisting of the squares of the lengths of its semiaxes, converges. 
Recalling that in the decomposition 


Af= > Mf on) (1) 


Ded Operators of Hilbert-Schmidt Type 33 


which we established on page 31, 4,, is an eigenvalue of 7, we can 
assert that an operator of Hilbert-Schmidt type admits a decomposition 
of the form (1), where {e,} and {h,,} are orthonormal sets in the spaces 
H, and H,, and the A,, > 0 are a that the series iat A? converges. 

Convene if {e,,} and {h,} are orthonormal sets in Hilbert spaces 
H, and H,, and \,, > 0 are numbers such that the series Y,_, A? con- 
verges, then fornia (1) defines an operator of Hilbert-Schmidt type. 

In fact, from the convergence of Y,_, A? it follows that lim, ,..A, = 0. 
Therefore, as was shown in Section 2. i, ‘the operator A is completely 
continuous and the A, are the nonzero eigenvalues of the operator T 
which appears in the decomposition A = UT. Consequently, the 
series L,,_, A2 consists of the squares of the eigenvalues of T, and so 
A is of Hilbert-Schmidt type. 

We shall give a more convenient definition of an operator of Hilbert- 
Schmidt type. For this we need the following assertion. 


Lemma 1. Let A be an operator, mapping the Hilbert space H, 
into a Hilbert space H,, such that the series ¥,_, || Af, |? converges 


for some orthonormal basis f,, f,, .. in Hy. Then %,_, || Ag, |i? 
converges for any orthonormal basis g), go, ... in H,, and 
2 | Afn |i? = > l| Aga |. (2) 


Proof. ‘l’o prove this result, we choose some orthonormal basis 
hy, he, ... in Hy. Then 


| Afa lI? = SF) Afar Adi? =D) fr A*AaDI. 
koi h=1 
Therefore 


> lf? = SS fe Aye 


n=1 k=1 


But 


>, \(fm A*he)I? = || A*hy |. 
n=1 


Since the right side of this equality does not depend upon the choice 
of the basis { f,} in H,, Eq. (2) is proved. Moreover, we have shown that 


> | Afn |? = > || A*hn IP, (3) 


where fy, fo, ... is any orthonormal basis in Hg. 
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We now give another definition of an operator of Hilbert- cee 
type. By definition, for a Hilbert-Schmidt operator A the series L,_, 2 
converges, where the 4, are the nonzero eigenvalues of the positive- 
definite operator T appearing in the decomposition A = UT. Let 
{e,} be an orthonormal basis in H, consisting of eigenvectors of T. 
ae |) AF | =']| Tf \\, r, = || Te, || = || de, ||, and so the series 

Dat | Ae, |? = Doar 2 converges. But then from (2) it follows that 
for a Hilbert-Schmidt operator A the series X,_, |] Af, |? converges 
for any orthonormal basis { f,} in A). 

We will show that the convergence Gf the series ¥,_, || Af, |)? for some 
orthonormal basis in H, is not only a necessary but also a sufficient 
condition for the operator A to be of Hilbert-Schmidt type. In other 
words, we will prove the earenne theorem. 


Theorem 2. In order that the operator A be of Hilbert-Schmidt 
type, it is necessary and sufficient that the series iy || Af, ||? converge 
for at least one orthonormal basis /,, f,, ... in A). 

For the proof of this theorem we need the following lemma. 


Lemma 2. Let the operator A be such that the series L,_, || Af, ||? 
converges for some orthonormal basis f,, fo, ...in H,. Then|| A || <|| A |lo, 


where || A ||, stands for the number pe | Af, 21° (by (2) the value of 
|| A ||, depends only upon 4 and not upon the choice of the orthonormal 
basis f,, fo, ... in A,). 


Proof. Let us choose any orthonormal basis f,, hg, ... in H,. Then 


| Afi? = D3 (Af, Fy) 


= Sif Athi? < > || A*h, [2 = fi? pa | Af, IP? 
n=1 
Thus 


I AFIe < FIPS ih AG, 1? = WIP A IB, 


from which follows 
| 4 || = sup || Af|| < || 4] 
il|=1 


Let us now prove Theorem 2. We need to prove only that the con- 
vergence of the series L,,-y || Af, ||? is a sufficient condition for A to be 
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of Hilbert-Schmidt type. But for this it suffices to show that the con- 
vergence of this series implies that A is completely continuous. As a 
matter of fact, if A is completely continuous, then A = UT and, in 
view of Lenina 1, the series poe , || Ae,, ||? converges, where e,, és, ... iS 
‘an orthonormal basis consisting of eigenvectors of T. Since A,, = || Ae, ||, 
the convergence of the series D,_, A2, consisting of the squares of the 
eigenvalues of 7, is thereby proved. 

We prove the complete continuity of the operator A. Let us denote 
by A, the degenerate operator which takes the vector f, into Af, for 
1 <n <k and into zero for n > k. Then 


A ~ Agi? <A — Agile = 2y A — As)fa lf = >, ti Afni? 


n=kh+1 


From the convergence of the series pa | Af, ||? it follows that 
lim; || 4 — A; || = 0. Therefore A is the limit in operator norm 
|| A || of a sequence of degenerate operators. Since a degenerate operator 
is completely continuous, the operator A is also completely continuous. 
As we already mentioned, from the complete continuity of A and the 
convergence of the series Z,_, || Af, |? it follows that A is of Hilbert- 
Schmidt type, which proves the theorem. 

Henceforth we will call the number |! A ||, the Hilbert-Schmidt norm 
of A. Obviously the Hilbert-Schmidt norm is finite for Hilbert-Schmidt 
operators and only for such operators and satisfies, for these operators, 
the easily proved relations 


| 4+ Bile < |] Alle + || Bll 
and 
|AA |lp = LATA lle. 


From this it follows that the set of Hilbert-Schmidt operators forms 
a normed linear space § relative to the norm || A ||,. Let us show that 
this space is a Hilbert space. In fact, a Hilbert-Schmidt operator A is 
defined by the numbers (Af,, h,), where {f,} is an orthonormal basis 
in H, and {h,} is an orthonormal basis in H,, and 


foe) 


i4b= [S14] = [SS 14h aoe}. 


n=1 n=1 k=1 


From this it follows that the space ) of Hilbert-Schmidt operators is 
isomorphic to the space of infinite matrices || a,,,. || for which the series 
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pa ye bee converges. But as is known, the space of such matrices 
is a Hilbert space; consequently § is a Hilbert space. 

Since the space of Hilbert-Schmidt operators is a Hilbert space, it 
is complete. We prove that this space is the completion of the set of 
degenerate operators in the norm || A||,, In fact, in the proof of 
Theorem 2 it was shown that if A is of Hilbert-Schmidt type and 
Fy fey -» 18 an orthonormal basis in H,, then lim,... || A — A; ||, = 0, 
where A, is the operator which coincides with A on the elements 
hy +» fy and which takes the elements f;,,,, f;,9,... into zero. Thus 
every Hilbert-Schmidt operator is the limit in the norm || A ||, of a 
sequence of degenerate operators A,, A,, .... From this it follows that 
the set of degenerate operators is everywhere dense in the space of 
Hilbert-Schmidt operators with norm || A |/,. Since this space is com- 
plete, it is the completion of the set of degenerate operators in the 
norm || A |\.. 

Let us pause to prove yet another property of Hilbert-Schmidt 
operators. Namely, we prove the following assertion. 


Theorem 3. In order that the operator A, which takes a Hilbert 
space H, into a Hilbert space H., be of Hilbert-Schmidt type, it is 
necessary and sufficient that it admit a representation of the form 


Af = > Anl f, €n)Mn; (4) 


where {e,} and {h,} are orthonormal sets in H, and H, respectively, 
and the A,, are positive numbers such that the series ie , A? converges. 


Proof. Let A be a Hilbert-Schmidt operator. Then A is completely 
continuous and, consequently, can be represented in the form of a 
series 


Af = Df end 


where the A,, are the nonzero eigenvalues of the positive-definite operator 
T appearing in the decomposition A = UT. Since A 1s a Hilbert- 
Schmidt operator, the series Z,_, A2, converges. This proves the necessity 
of the condition of the theorem. 

We prove its sufficiency. Suppose that A admits a representation of 
the form (4), for which the series ~,,-1 2 converges. Then lim, ,.. A, = 0 
and consequently A is completely continuous, and the A,, are the nonzero 
eigenvalues of the operator T appearing in the decomposition A= UT, 
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Since by hypothesis L,_, A2 converges, A is of Hilbert-Schmidt type, 
which proves the theorem. 

In conclusion we note the following properties of Hilbert-Schmidt 
operators, which we will make use of further on. 


(1) The adjoint A* of a Hilbert-Schmidt operator is an operator 
of the same type. 

In fact, if A is of Hilbert-Schmidt type, then the series L,_, | Af, |l* 
converges for every orthonormal basis { f,} in H,. But from this, by 
Lemma |, follows the convergence of the series =” -1 || A*A,, ||? for any 
orthonormal basis {A,} in H,. But this shows that A* is likewise of 
Hilbert-Schmidt type. 

(2) The product AB of a continuous linear operator A and a Hilbert- 
Schmidt operator B is of Hilbert-Schmidt type. 

In fact, for any orthonormal basis { f,} in H, we have 


>, i ABfl? <i Al? >) i Bh ll. (5) 


But the series Zy-1 { Bf, || converges, as B is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator. 
Therefore the series L,,|| ABf,||2 converges, and consequently AB 
is likewise a Hilbert-Schmidt operator. We note that from this inequality 
there follows the useful relation 


\| AB lig < || Aji] Ble. 


(3) The product BA, where A is a continuous linear operator and B 
is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator, is also a Hilbert-Schmidt operator. 

In fact, BA = (A*B*)*. But by property (1), B* is a Hilbert~ 
Schmidt operator, and by property (2) A*B* is of Hilbert-Schmidt 
type. A second application of property (1) shows that BA is a Hilbert— 
Schmidt operator. 


2.3. Nuclear Operators 


An even more restrictive requirement than that the operator A be 
of Hilbert-Schmidt type is that it be a nuclear operator. 

A completely continuous operator is called nucleart if Dy An < ©, 
where the A, are the eigenvalues of the operator T appearing in the 


t Frequently, operator of trace class. 
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2 


decomposition A = UT. Since the convergence of the series Laat AC 
follows from the convergence of pr ae every nuclear operator is of 
Hilbert-Schmidt type. 

Geometrically, the requirement of nuclearity says that the operator 
A maps the sphere || « || = 1 onto an ellipsoid in the space H,such that 
the series, consisting of the lengths of its principal semiaxes, converges. 

We proved in Section 2.1 that every completely continuous operator 
which maps a Hilbert space H, into a Hilbert space H, can be represented 
in the form of a series 


Af _ p3 An(f, En)An; (1) 


where {e,} and {h,} are orthonormal sets in H, and A, and X, > 0, 
lim, ,. A, = 0. From this it follows that every nuclear operator can be 
represented i in the form of a series (1) in which A, > 0 and X).,A 
converges. 

It was shown in Section 2.1 that every series of the form (1), where 
{e,} and {h,} are orthonormal sets in the spaces H, and H,, and A, > 0 
and lim, .. A, = 0 defines a completely continuous operator A, whereby 
the A,, are the eigenvalues of the positive-definite operator T appearing 
in the decomposition 4 = UT. Therefore any series of the form (1), 
for whichdA,, > Oand X,_, A, < +, defines a nuclear operator mapping 
the space H, into H,. 

For positive-definite operators the concept of a nuclear operator 
coincides with that of an operator having finite trace. A positive-definite 
operator A in a Hilbert space H is said to be an operator with finite 
trace,® if the series Y,-, (Afn, fy) converges for any orthonormal basis 


{fa} in H. 


The following assertion holds. 


Lemma 3. In order that a completely continuous positive-definite 
operator T be nuclear, it is necessary and sufficient that it have finite 
trace? 


Proof. Let T be a positive-definite nuclear operator. We introduce 
the operator T?, setting Te, = Ase,, where {e,} is an orthonormal 


®Tf || Quan || is the matrix corresponding to the operator A with respect to the basis 
= 00 a - 
{f,}, then sae (Afns fn) = Una, @nn and is thus the trace of the matrix || ann {l. 
10 The analogous assertion, without the assumption of the complete continuity of T, 
is proved below in Theorem 7. 
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basis consisting of eigenvectors of J, and the A,, are the corresponding 
eigenvalues. Since 


DI Pelt = Sa < +o, (6) 


N=j 


T? is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator. Therefore, for any orthonormal 
basis f,, fo, ... we have 


> 1 TYal® => | Teel? = Ay. 
n=1 n=1 


n=} 


In view of the self-adjointness of T', 


CAL) (Eph) => (Taf) 


Pe) 
n=i n=1 


Therefore for any orthonormal basis f,, fo, ... in H 


>, wf) = >A ee?) 


n=1 


from which it follows that the operator T has finite trace. 

Conversely, let T be a completely continuous positive-definite operator 
having finite trace. We choose any orthonormal basis e,, é,... in H 
consisting of eigenvectors of T, with corresponding eigenvalues A,, Ag, ... . 
Then 


from which it follows that T is a nuclear operator. 

From this it follows that any nuclear operator is the product d = UT 
of an isometric operator U and a positive-definite operator T having 
finite trace. 

Let us examine the relation of nuclear operators to Hilbert-Schmidt 
operators. 


Theorem 4. The product AB of any two Hilbert-Schmidt operators 
is a nuclear operator. Conversely, every nuclear operator is the product 
of two Hilbert-Schmidt operators. 


Proof. Suppose that B maps A, into H, and A maps H, into H,, 
and let AB = UT be the decomposition of the operator AB into the 
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product of a positive-definite operator 7, acting in the space H,, and 
an isometric operator U which maps the range of T into the space A. 
We denote by e,, és, ... an orthonormal basis in H, consisting of eigen- 
vectors of T, Te, = Ane, and by hy, hg, ... the orthonormal system in 
H, consisting of the vectors h, = Ue,,A, ~ 0. Then ford, # 0 we have 


An == (Ten, €n) = (UTe,, Ue,) = (ABen, hy) 


7 

= (Be,, A*h,) = 2(|| Be, \* ae | A*h, \|?). : 

If A and B are Hilbert-Schmidt operators, then the series L-1 || Ben |? 

and >, || A*h, ||? converge, and so, in view of inequality (7), the 

series X,-1 A, converges. Thus we have proved that the product AB 
of two Hilbert-Schmidt operators is a nuclear operator. 

Let us now prove the converse assertion. Let A be a nuclear operator, 
and A = UT its decomposition into the product of a positive-definite 
and an isometric operator. Then, as was shown above, the operator 
T? is of Hilbert-Schmidt type. Since! 


> || UT Men i? = S|) Then IP 
n=1 n=1 


UT? is likewise of Hilbert-Schmidt type. As A = (UT?)T', A is the 
product of two Hilbert-Schmidt operators, which proves the theorem. 

The following properties of nuclear operators are a consequence of 
Theorem 4. 


(1) The adjoint A* of a nuclear operator A is a nuclear operator. 

In fact, if A = UT'T!, then A* = T'UT')*. The operator (UT")*, 
as the adjoint of a Hilbert-Schmidt operator, is itself Hilbert-Schmidt. 
Consequently A* is a nuclear operator. 


(2) The product AB of any bounded linear operator A with a nuclear 
operator B is a nuclear operator. The analogous assertion holds for 
the product BA. 

In fact, if B is a nuclear operator, then B = UT!T?, where UT? 
and T! are Hilbert-Schmidt operators. Consequently AB = (AUT*)T? 
is the product of two Hilbert-Schmidt operators, i.e., a nuclear operator. 
The analogous assertion also holds for the product BA of a nuclear 
operator B with a bounded linear operator A, since BA = (A*B*)*. 


11 The operator U is defined on the closure of the range of the operator T. It is easily 
seen that this closure coincides with the closure of the range of T?, In both cases the 
closure in question is the subspace spanned by those vectors e, corresponding to nonzero 
A, Therefore UT} is an operator with domain Hy. 
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The properties of nuclear operators which have been proved suffice 
for the construction of the theory of nuclear spaces. However, in view 
of the importance of nuclear operators we will discuss some of their 
further properties. 


Lemma 4. Let A and B be operators in a Hilbert space H,, where 
B is a bounded linear operator and A = UT is a nuclear operator. 
Then 


ise) ie] 


>, (ABens &n) = >, (BAen, en); (8) 


n=1 n=1 


where {e,} is an orthonormal basis in H consisting of eigenvectors of T. 


Proof. Obviously 


> (ABen, &) = > > (Bens €m)(Aems &n) (9) 
and 
> (BAe,,, €,) = >> > (Aen, €m)( Bem, €n)- (9’) 


The right sides of (9) and (9’) differ only in the order of the terms, and 
therefore, in order to prove (8), it suffices to show that the series (9) 
is absolutely convergent. But 


(Aen, Cn) = (UTe,, €m) as r(Uen; Cm); 


where the A,, denote the eigenvalues of 7, corresponding to the eigen- 
vectors ¢€,. Therefore 


YS (Alu endl “(Bem endl < dn Dy (Ven endl * Be 


n=i m=1 n=1 1 


2 


DEF > [|(Uen, &m)I® + |(Bems &n)|21- 


n=1 m=1 


Nie 


But 


ie @) 


> (Ven; Em) I” = I Ve» ||? <= l, 


m=1 


D, (Bem &n)l? = || B*en |? < |] B* |? = || BIP 


3 
i 
he 
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and therefore 
DD, (Aen &m)| (Bems en) < (i) Bl? + 1) >) An. 
n=im=1 n=1 


Since the series ¥,_,A, converges, the absolute convergence of the 
series (9) is proved. Hence (8) is also proved. 

From Lemma 4 it follows that for any unitary operator V and any 
nuclear operator A = UT we have 


> (V7 AV eq, pn) = > (Aen, &), (10) 


where {e,} is an orthonormal. basis consisting of eigenvectors of T. 
For the proof it suffices to replace, in formula (8), B by V and A by 
V-1A, and to note that the decomposition of the operator V-14 has 
the form V-14 = WT, where W = VU. 

Equation (10) can be written in the form 


D (Af fa) = By (Ae (11) 


n=1 


where {f,} is the orthonormal basis in H consisting of the vectors 
fa = Ven. Thus, if A is a nuclear operator, then the series Dna (Afas fn) 
converges for any orthonormal basis { f,,}, and its sum does not depend 
upon the choice of basis, i.e., the operator A has finite trace (earlier 
this was proven only for positive-definite nuclear operators; cf. Lemma 3). 

Equation (11) can be generalized by relinquishing the assumption of 
the orthogonality of the basis {f,}. We call a set {f,} of vectors in H 
an unconditional basis if f, = Bh,, where {h,} is an orthonormal basis 
in HT and B is a bounded linear operator which has a bounded inverse 


2 Tf { f,} is an unconditional basis, then every basis {Cf,}, where C is a bounded linear 
operator having a bounded inverse, is unconditional. Therefore the concept of an uncon- 
ditional basis is an affine concept, depending only upon linear operators in H and the 
topology in H, but not depending upon a scalar product being given in H. In order that 
a basis { fn} be unconditional, it is necessary and sufficient that it remain a basis for any 
permutation of its vectors.t 


t Presumably the condition that the set of norms {|| f, ||} be both bounded and bounded 
away from zero must be added; for it is clear that if {e,} is an orthonormal basis, then 
the set {anén}, where a, = n or n-! as m is even or odd, is a basis for any permutation of 
its elements, but certainly not an unconditional basis in the authors’ definition. 
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B”. If {f,.}; fy = Bh,, is an unconditional basis, then {g,}, where 
£2 = (B)*h,, is also an unconditional basis, and 


(fis &n) = (Bh, (BO)*hn) = (hms tn) = Sinn 


The basis {g,} is said to be biorthogonal to the basis {f,,}. 
We prove the following theorem. 


Theorem 5. Let {/,} be an unconditional basis in the space H, 
and {g,} the basis which is biorthogonal to it. Then for any nuclear 
operator A the series 


(Af &0) (12) 


is absolutely convergent, and its sum does not depend upon the choice 
of basis { f,}. 


Proof. Let f, = Bhy, g, = (B-)*h,, where {h,} is an orthonormal 
basis in 7, Then 


> (Afys Zn) = > (ABh,,, (B)*h,) = > (B-!ABh,,, fy). 


The operator B-!AB is nuclear, because A is a nuclear operator and B 
and B-! are bounded. Therefore, as was proven above, the series 
yee (B-1ABh,, h,) is absolutely convergent and hence the series 
Ln (Afns 2n) is absolutely convergent. We prove the independence of 
the sum of this series upon the choice of basis { f,}. In view of Eq. (11) 
the sum %,_, (B“'ABh,,h,) does not depend upon the choice of 
orthonormal basis {f,}. Therefore 


>, (BABh,, h,) = Y/ (BABen, &), 
n=1 n=1 


where {e,} is an orthonormal basis consisting of eigenvectors of the 
positive-definite operator Q appearing in the decomposition B-14 = WO 
(cf. Theorem 1). Applying Lemma 4 to the operators BA and B, 
we find that 


Ms 


BABe,, e,) = (Ae, en). 
eae ) 


n=l 


it 
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Thus we have shown that 
>, (Afa &n) = D, (Aen: en) 
n=1 n=i 


Because the right side of the equation does not depend upon the choice 
of basis {f,}, the value of LZ; 1 (Afys Zn) does not depend upon the 
choice of unconditional basis { f,}, which proves the theorem. 

Somewhat more careful considerations show that the following 
theorem, proven by V. B. Lidskii, is valid. 


Theorem 6 (On the Trace). If A is a nuclear operator, {/f,} an 
unconditional basis, and {g,} the basis biorthogonal to it, then 


> (Aha te) = 5) tn (13) 


where the pu, are the eigenvalues of A. 

We remark that if A is a nuclear operator, then the series Z,_, (Afns Zn) 
is absolutely convergent not only when the bases {/f,} and {g,} are 
biorthogonal, but also in the case where f, = Bye,, 8, = Been, where 
B, and B, are bounded operators, and {e,} is an orthonormal basis in /. 

The proof of this assertion is analogous to that of Theorem 5. 

From this result it follows that for any unconditional bases { f,} 
and {Sn} (or parts of unconditional bases) and any nuclear operator A 
the series &,-, (Af, Bn) is absolutely convergent. The absolute con- 
vergence of such series is not only necessary, but also sufficient for 
the nuclearity of the operator A. In other words, the following theorem 
holds: 


Theorem 7. In order that a bounded linear operator A in a 
oo space fH be nuclear, it is necessary and sufficient that the series 

Zin-1 (Af 2n) converge for all systems of vectors {f,} and {g,} which 
are parts of unconditional bases in HZ. 


Proof. It was shown above that if A is a nuclear operator, and 
{ f,} and {g,} are parts of unconditional bases, then the series Ly_, (Afas £n) 
converges. Therefore the necessity of the condition of the theorem is 
proved, and we turn to the proof of its sufficiency. 

Since A is bounded, it can be written in the form A = UT, where 
U is isometric and T is a positive-definite bounded operator (in Sec- 
tion 2.1 it was stated that such a decomposition exists for every bounded 
operator). We show that the operator T has a pure discrete spectrum, 
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i.e., that one can choose an orthonormal basis in H, consisting of eigen- 
vectors of T. 

In fact, we show that if « > 0 and 8 > || 7\|, then the range of 
E(4'), where 4’ = [a, f], is finite dimensional [£(4) is the resolution 
of unity of T; cf. the appendix to Section 4]. Clearly this implies that 
T has a pure discrete spectrum (and in addition that it is completely 
continuous). Suppose, to the contrary, that the range of E(4’) is infinite 
dimensional. Then we can construct an infinite orthonormal set 
fi: fey» in this range. All the f,, lie in the range of T, and (Tf,, f,) > 
Set g,, = Uf,. The systems {fns and {g,} can be enlarged to a hence 
bases in H. Therefore the series D;,-, (Af: Zn) is by hypothesis absolutely 
convergent. But 


(Af, 2n) = (UTfa, Ufn) = (Tha fn) 2x > 0 


and consequently 
> (Afn» &n) = +0. 
n=1 


The contradiction shows that T has a discrete spectrum. We now show 
that T is a nuclear operator, i.e., that the series Y,_, A, converges, 
where the A,, are the eigenvalues of T. For this we note that 


An = (Ten, en) == (UTe,, Ven) = (Alns Zn); 


where the e,, denote the orthonormalized eigenvectors of T corresponding 
to the eigenvalues 4, and g, = Ue,. Therefore 


> i = > (Aen, Zn): 
n=1 =] 


Since the systems {e,} and {Enh can be’enlarged to orthonormal bases 
in H, the series Lint (Ae€ny Zn) is convergent, and consequently the series 
Lani An Converges, which proves the theorem. 

It is useful to note that in the proof of the sufficiency of the condition 
of the theorem we used only the convergence of the series L,_, (Afys Zn) 
for any orthonormal systems {/,} and {g,}. Therefore Theorem 7 can 


be strengthened in the following way. 


Theorem 7’. In order that a bounded linear operator A ina Hilbert 
space H be nuclear, it is sufficient that the series X,_, (Afn» £,) Converge 
for any orthonormal systems { f,} and {g,} of vectors in H. 
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This theorem is also valid for operators mapping one Hilbert space 
into another. 

We also note the following necessary and sufficient criterion for the 
nuclearity of an operator. 


Theorem 8. In order that an operator A be nuclear it is necessary 
and sufficient that the series ¥,_, || Af, || converge for at least one 
orthonormal basis f,, fo, ... in the space H,. 


Proof. Let fi, fy... be an orthonormal basis in the space H, and 
suppose that the series = \| Af, || converges. Then the series E,_, || Af, | 
also converges. Therefore A is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator and a fortiori 
complete continuous. Consequently A can be represented in the form 
A = UT. Since || f,, || = | and the operator U is isometric on the range 
of T, we have 


(Tfns fn) < || Tf || = || OTfy | = || Afn ||. 


This inequality shows, in view of the convergence of ©,_,|| Af, ||, that 
the series Lp) (Tfn» fy) converges. But then (by Lemma 3) the operator 
A is nuclear. 

Conversely, let 4 = UT be a nuclear operator. We choose an ortho- 
normal basis e,, és, ... in H,, consisting of eigenvectors of T. Then 


S| eg = 5 ll Tenll = Saw 
n=1 n=1 n=1 


which shows that the series ¥,,_, || Ae, || converges. 

We remark that the nuclearity of an operator A does not imply the 
convergence of the series ¥,,-, || Af, || for every orthonormal basis in H. 
We construct a corresponding example. 


Example. Let us consider the fixed vector 


f= (1, 4, 4, -) 


in the Hilbert space H of sequences x = (x), Xo, ...), the sum of whose 
square moduli converges. We denote by P the operator of orthogonal 
projection onto the subspace generated by the vector f. Since P maps 
the space H onto a one-dimensional subspace, it is a nuclear operator 
(its trace equals unity). 

Now P transforms the vectors of the orthonormal basis {e,,}, where 


én = (0,0, ..., 1,0, ...), 
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into the vectors 


Beasts (en ff f 
Pen = TA AFA 


But the series 
5 I Penll = 4 
2 ey 
diverges. 
Thus, if A is a nuclear operator, the series ¥,,-; || Aen ||, where {e,} 
is an orthonormal basis in H, can diverge. 


2.4. The Trace Norm 


In this section it will be proved that the nuclear operators form a 
linear space and that this space is the completion of the space of degenerate 
operators relative to a certain norm, called the trace norm. First we 
prove the following theorem. 


Theorem 9. If A is a nuclear operator mapping the Hilbert space 
H, into the Hilbert space H,, then 


sup > (Afns Bn)! = > Ans (14) 


where the X,, are the eigenvalues of the positive-definite operator T 
appearing in the decomposition A = UT, and the supremum is taken 
over all orthonormal systems of vectors {f,} and {g,} in the spaces 
Hy, and H,. 


Proof. Let {e,} denote the set of vectors remaining after the deletion, 
from an orthonormal basis for H, consisting of eigenvectors of T, of 
those members with zero eigenvalue. Then 

An = (Ten, ny) = (UTe,, Ue,) = (Aen, hn) 


and therefore 
Ae,, hn) = Pe 
2, (Aen In) = 3 


Since {e,} and {h,} are orthonormal systems in H, and H., 


ie.¢) x 


dn < sup >, \(Afns £n)|- (15) 


n=1 n=l 
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Now we prove the reverse inequality. We take any orthonormal systems 
{ f,} and {g,,} in the spaces H, and H, and estimate the series Dy-1|\(Afns £n)| 
Since those eigenvectors 3 T whose eigenvalue is zero are mapped by 
A into zero, 


(Afns &n) = Dy (fas (Ain Sn) = Dy An fa» Ce) Ules Bn) 
k=1 k=1 
where {e,} is as at the Dreiening of the proof. Therefore 


>, Ahn 80) < DS al fo 0) Wes) 


n=1 k=1 
(16) 
| ae ‘ ; 
<5 DD Malone)? + (Wes Be) 
Since {f,} and {g,} are orthonormal systems in H, and H,, 
D Wfas ex? <l eel? <1 
n=1 
and 
D, (Ver bal? < | Ver? <1 
n=] 
From these inequalities and relation (16) it follows that 
>, |(Afns Bn) <D) Ae. 
n=1 k=1 
Therefore 
sup Dy |(Afn n)| < Dy Ae- (17) 
n=1 k=1 


Comparing relations (15) and (17), we see that 
sup >, |(Afn» Sn) = Dy Aw» 
n=1 k=1 


which proves the theorem. 
In Theorem 7’ it was proven that the convergence of the series 
Yn-1 (Afns Zn)| for all orthonormal bases {f,} and {g,} in H, and H, 
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implies that A is nuclear. Therefore nuclear operators can be charac- 
terized as operators for which the quantity 


sup 2D) \(Afwr &) 


is finite. 

From this it follows at once that the nuclear operators form a linear 
space. For the proof we need only assert that the sum of two nuclear 
operators is a nuclear operator. But this assertion follows at once from 


sup Y) |(4 + Blfas80)] < sup D) (Af ad] + SUP D (Bf) 


n=1 


One can introduce a norm in the space of nuclear operators, setting 


Al, = sup D) |(Afo gn) (18) 


n=] 


where the supremum is taken over all orthonormal systems { f,} and 
{g,} in the spaces H, and Hg. It is not hard to verify that the norm 
|| A ||, satisfies the relations 


|A+Bl, <WAlh +4 Bh 
and 
AA Ih = [AT A lhe 


From Theorem 9 it follows that the norm || A ||, can also be defined 
as Dn-1 Ap; i€., aS the trace of the positive-definite operator T appearing 
in the decomposition A = UT of the nuclear operator A [cf. Eq. (14)]. 
Therefore the norm || A ||, is called the trace norm. 

We recall that not only the trace norm but also the Hilbert-Schmidt 
norm |j| A ||, and the operator norm || A || can be expressed by means 
of the eigenvalues A,, of the operator T appearing in the decomposition 
A = UT; namely, one has 


|| Al] = sup An, (19) 
| All, =D) Ans (20) 
n=] 


Ale = [D2] - (21) 


n=1 
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We have already proven Eqs. (20) and (21); the proof of (19) is well 
known. 


The norms |j A ||, || 4 |l2, || A ||, are related by the inequalities 
|All <|Alle <]Alh (22) 


In fact, the inequality || A || < || A ||, was proven above (cf. Lemma 2), 
and the inequality || A ||, < || A ||, follows from the fact that A, > 0 
and therefore 


At the beginning of Section 2.3 it was shown that any nuclear operator 
A = UT can be written in the form 


Af = > AuCheOKS 


where {e,} is an orthonormal basis in H, consisting of eigenvectors of 
T, A, are the corresponding eigenvalues, h, = Ue, for A, ~ 0, A, > O, 
and 2-1 A, converges. From Theorem 9 it follows that 


W4—Anli= 3) Aw 
k=n+1 


where A, denotes the operator defined by 


Aaf = SM fs eed 


Therefore 


Thus, any nuclear operator is the limit in the trace norm of asequence 
A,, A,, ... of degenerate operators. 

Now we prove that the space of nuclear operators is the completion 
of the space of degenerate operators in the trace norm. For this it is 
sufficient to show that the space of nuclear operators is complete relative 
to the trace norm. First we shall prove the following theorem. 


Theorem 10. Let A,, Ag... be a sequence of nuclear operators 
such that the set {|| A, ||,} of trace norms is bounded. If the sequence 
{A,} converges weakly to an operator A, then A is a nuclear operator 


2.4 Operators of Hilbert-Schmidt Type 51 


Proof. From the boundedness of the set {|| A, ||,} follows the existence 
of a number ™ such that 


Ms 


k 


ll 
-_ 


for all orthonormal systems { f,,} and {h,} in H, and H, and every operator 
A, Now we let s be any positive integer, and pass to the limit m — oo 
in the inequality 


s 


>, Anfer tx)! <M. 


k=1 


Taking into account that, in view of the weak convergence of the sequence 


{A,}, limy so (Anfie Ae) = (Afis Ay), we obtain the inequality 


s 


>, \(Afes tx)| < M. 


k=1 


But then 


Ms 


\(Afies he)| <M. 


= 
tl 


1 


Since { f,} and {h,} are arbitrary orthonormal systems in H, and H,, 
then 


sup >, (Afi, hx)| <M 
k=1 


and, consequently, A is nuclear. 


Remark. From this theorem it follows, in particular, that || A ||, < 
sup,|| A, ||, if {4,} converges weakly to A. 

It is now easy to establish that the space of all nuclear operators is 
complete relative to the trace norm. In fact, let {4,} be a sequence of 
nuclear operators which is fundamental relative to the norm || A |j,, 
i.e., suppose lim,,.n.0 |] 4g — An ||) = O. Then {4,} is also fundamental 
relative to the norm || A ||. In view of the completeness of the space of 
all continuous linear operators relative to the norm || A ||, there is an 
operator A such that lim,.,.. || 4 — A, || = 0. From this it follows 
that the sequence {A,} converges to A in the weak sense, and by 
Theorem 10 A is nuclear. 

Now we show that the sequence {A,,} converges to A in the sense of 
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the norm || A|j,, i-e., that lim,,...|| 4 — A, ||, = 0. For this we note 
that since the sequence {4,} is fundamental relative to the norm || A ||,, 
for any « > Othere isan N such that for m, n > N and any orthonormal 
bases { f,} and {h,} in the spaces H, and H, the inequality 


fe 6] 


> l((Am —_ An)fey &x)| = || Ay —_— Ay ll, = € 


k=] 


holds. But then, if m > N, n > N we have 
(Am = An)fes 8x)! <e 
k=1 


for every value of s. From the weak convergence of the operators A, 
to A it follows that the inequality 


$ 


Y (4 = Anlfer 8x) <e 


k=] 


holds for n > N and every s, and therefore for n > N 
| A — Anlh = sup >) (A — An)fier 8) <€. 
k=1 


Thus || Ad — A, ||, <« for n > N, and, consequently, the operators 
A,, converge to A in the norm || A ||,. Therefore the space of nuclear 
operators is complete relative to the trace norm. 

As we already remarked, it follows from this that the space of nuclear 
operators is the completion of the space of degenerate operators in 
the trace norm. 


2.5. The Trace Norm and the Decomposition of an Operator into 
a Sum of Operators of Rank 1 


We will give in this section another definition of the trace norm 
based upon the decomposition of an operator into a sum of operators of 
rank |, i.e., operators which map the entire space H, onto a one-dimen- 
sional subspace of the space Hy. 

Let us consider a degenerate operator A which maps the Hilbert 
space H, onto a finite-dimensional subspace G of the Hilbert space H,. 
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We choose a basis in G, consisting of linearly independent vectors 
21) ++» 2m, and expand the vector Af in terms of this basis as 


Af = > on f 8x: 
k=1 
Obviously, for fixed k the coefficient «,( f) is a linear continuous func- 
tional of f, and can therefore be represented in the form «;( f) = (jf, f,); 
where f;, is a fixed element of H,. Thus, a degenerate operator A can 
always be written in the form 


Af = > Sf folee (23) 


Conversely, if g,, ..., 2m are any (possibly linearly dependent) vectors 
in H, and fj, ..., fj, are any vectors in H,, then formula (23) defines a 
degenerate operator. Each term (/f, f;,)g, in the formula is an operator 
which maps the entire space H, onto the one-dimensional subspace of 
Hy, generated by the vector g,. Such an operator is called an operator 
of rank |. Thus, formula (23) gives a decomposition of the degenerate 
operator A into a sum of operators of rank 1. 

Let us introduce the operators P,f = (f, f,)g,. Then Eq. (23) can 
be written in the form 


Af = pa Pyf. (24) 


We will call such a decomposition a decomposition of the operator A 
into a sum of operators of rank |. We note that the norm |j P, || is equal 
to || fell gell- In fact, 

|| Pell = sup IC fs fedex ll = Sup Cf, fe)| II Se!) = ll fee! Ml gel 


F\|=1 |Ff=1 


Of course, every degenerate operator A can be decomposed into a 
sum of operators of rank | in various ways. We now prove that the 
trace norm of the operator A is the infimum of sums ¥;_, || P, || taken 
over all decompositions of A into a sum of operators of rank |, ie., 


| Al, = inf > Il Pell. (25) 


k=1 


First we prove the inequality 


| All, > inf >’ ll Pell. (26) 
k=1 
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Since the operator A is degenerate, the operator 7 appearing in the 
decomposition A = UT has only a finite number of eigenvalues A,, 
different from zero. Therefore A can be written in the form 


m 


Af =>) Mf ex) 


k=l 
where the e, are sipenyeciors of T and h, = Ue,. Since || A;,e; || = Ax 
and ||, || = 1, for this decomposition the sum ;_1|| P, || equals 


D1 Ap, ie., the trace of the operator 7, and so the infimum of sums 
of the form 4,1 || P,, ||, taken over all the decompositions of the operator 
A’ into a sum of operators of rank 1, does not exceed!* Tr(7), i.e., 


m 


inf py | Pi < Tr(T) = || All. 


Thus inequality (26) is proven. 
Now we prove the reverse inequality. Let 


be a decomposition of A into a sum of operators of rank 1. Then by 
the properties of the trace norm we have 


Al <>, ll Pe lh (27) 


k=1 


But for an operator P of rank | the trace norm coincides with the ordinary 
norm, ie., || Pj], = || P ||. In fact, let Pf = (f,A)g. Then for any 
orthonormal systems {f,} and {g,} in the spaces H, and H, we have 


py (Phas )1 = Dy (Fos ANG; 8) 


k=] 


In view of the Bunyakovski-Schwartz inequality it follows from this.that 


Pin = sup 2, (Phe go) 


<[y \( fos)? > kee0] < JAiigi =i PI. 


138'Tr(7T) denotes the trace of T. 
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Since the reverse inequality || P || < || P||, always holds, the equality 
| P|| = || P}|, is proven. Therefore inequality (27) may be rewritten 
in the form 


mt 


WAl, <> i Pell (28) 
k=l 


Since this inequality is valid for any decomposition of A into a sum of 
operators of rank 1, we have 


| All, < inf S| Px. (29) 
k=1 


From inequalities (26) and (29) it follows that 


mt 


| Alh = inf >, (| Pill 
k=1 


and since || P,.|! = 1) fy li ll &e ll, that 


mm 


Al, = inf >) li fell lege 
h=1 


where the infimum is taken over all decompositions Af = Lyi (fy fp 
of A into a sum of operators of rank |. The infimum is achieved by any 
decomposition in which the f, are eigenvectors (with nonzero eigen- 
values) of the operator T appearing in the decomposition A = UT, 
and g, = Uf... 

We can now say that the nuclear operators are those obtained by 
completing the set of degenerate operators in the norm 


m 


Al = int YW fell ll gel 
k=1 


where the infimum is taken over all decompositions of the operator A 
into a sum of operators of rank 1. 

In this form the definition of the nuclearity of an operator can be 
carried over to any Banach space. A degenerate operator which maps 
a Banach space E, into a Banach space FE, has the form 


Af = > (F,., Ais 
k=1 


where F,, ..., F;, are fixed linear functionals on the space £,, and g, ..., Zn 
are fixed elements of E,. An operator B, mapping EF, into E,, is called 
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nuclear if it belongs to the completion of the set of degenerate operators 
in the norm 


m 


| Al], = inf >) || Feil ll gel, 
A= 


where the infimum is taken over all decompositions of A into a sum 
of operators of rank 1. We should remark, however, that we do not 
consider the concept of nuclearity in Banach spaces to be adequately 
justified, because such operators lack certain very important properties 
possessed by nuclear operators in Hilbert spaces, For example, the 
trace theorem (cf, Theorem 6) is not valid for nuclear operators in 
Banach spaces, In other words, if { f,,} and {F,,} are biorthogonal uncon- 
ditional bases in the spaces E and E’ (i.e., bases such that (F;,, f,.) = 8p) 
and yz, are the eigenvalues of the nuclear operator A, then, generally 
speaking, the equality 


> (Fas Afe) = >) tn 


does not hold, 
We remark that if an operator A, mapping a Banach space F, into 
a Banach space F,, has the form 


Af = > (Fo Ais (30) 


where F,. € E,, g, € E,, and the series 


>, | Fell ll gel 
A=1 


converges, then A is a nuclear operator, Conversely, if A is a nuclear 
operator which maps a Banach space E, into a Banach space Fo, then 
it can be written in the form of a series (30) for which the series 
Lat || Fy || || g. || converges. 

We will not linger over the proofs of these assertions, since they 
have been proved in the case which is of interest to us, namely Hilbert 
space, and, as we said, the concept of nuclearity for operators in a 
Banach space is apparently not sufficiently worthwhile. 


3. Nuclear Spaces. The Abstract Kernel Theorem 


One of the basic problems which arises after setting up a general 
theory of linear topological spaces and, in particular, of countably 


3.1 Nuclear Spaces of 


normed spaces, is that of distinguishing a class of spaces which is 
defined by sufficiently simple requirements and is of service in analysis. 
We maintain that one such class of spaces is the class of nuclear spaces, 
which will be studied in this section. 

Nuclear spaces were introduced in Volume III (Chapter IV, Section3.1) 
in connection with the spectral analysis of self-adjoint operators. We 
give here another more natural definition of a nuclear space, which is 
equivalent to the previous definition for a wide class of linear topological 
spaces. Moreover, we prove an abstract version of the kernel theorem, 
i.e., a theorem on bilinear functionals on nuclear spaces, from which 
one can obtain the kernel theorem for the spaces K and S. 


3.1, Countably Hilbert Spaces 


We will call a strongly positive-definite Hermitean functional (9, #), 
defined on a linear space ®, i.e., a functional such that 


(1) (Gi + Pa ¥) = (Py #) + (Pa #), 

(2) (ap, #) = a9, #), 

3) @H) =) 

(4) (p,~) 20 and (9,y) = 0 ifandonlyif » =0, 


a scalar product in ®, 

With every scalar product (9, s) in the space ® one can associate a norm 
lp |, setting || » || = V(~, ¢). Suppose now that we are given a countable 
system of scalar products (9, #), in the space ®, which are compa- 
tible in the following sense: If a sequence {y,} of elements of ® 
converges to zero in the norm || ¢ ||, = V(g@, ¢),, and is a fundamental 
sequence in the norm || 9 ||,, then it also converges to zero in the norm 
I> lin 

We introduce a topology in ®, taking as a complete neighborhood 
basis of zero in @ the sets U,, ., defined by the inequalities || y ||, < . 
We will say that a space ® with a given countable collection of scalar 
products is countably Hilbert, if it is completet relative to the stated 


t Perhaps the simplest way to define completeness in the present context is to point 
out that the topology in ® defined by the metric 


wy, leh 
lel = 22 1+lelln 


n=1 
is identica] to that defined above. Completeness is then understood in its usual sense 
for metric spaces. It is not hard to see that completeness is equivalent to ® = Ne, ®,, 
where ®, is the completion of ® relative to the norm || ¢ |\,. 
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topology. Thus, a countably Hilbert space is a complete linear topological 
space in which the topology is given a a countable set of compatible 
norms || ¢ ||, having the form |j 9 ||, = V/(9, %)n- 

We could also define a countable set of arbitrary (Banach) compatible 
norms || ¢ ||,- In this case the space is called countably normed. 

At a first glance it might appear that the class of countably Hilbert 
spaces is essentially a narrow class of countably normed spaces, because 
the Hilbert norms || ¢ ||, = V(9, @)n are only special cases of general 
Banach norms. However, thanks to the fact that we are considering 
countable collections of norms, the differences between different Banach 
norms frequently fall away.1 For example, the class of functions having 
continuous first derivatives is different from the class of functions whose 
first derivatives have square integrable moduli. However, it is obvious 
that the class of functions having continuous derivatives of all orders 
coincides with the class of functions having derivatives of all orders 
with square integrable moduli. 

Frequently the system of norms || 9 ||, in a given countably normed 
space ® can be replaced by a system of norms, defined by scalar products, 
without altering the topology of the space. 

We will ordinarily consider a system of scalar products (9, #),, 
n = |, 2,..., inthe space ® such that for any element ¢ € @ the inequali- 
ties 


(P,P S(P Pe <-- 


hold. This condition does not restrict the class of spaces considered. 
If a given system of scalar products does not have this property, it 
can be replaced by a new system of scalar products (g, #)),, setting 


(9, bh = pa CAD 


As is easily seen, this does not alter the topology in ®. At the same 
time the system of scalar products (¢, %),, has the property that 


(p, o), <(e, ps <M... 


1 The fact that differences between Banach spaces are either fictitious or too fine for 
many problems of functional analysis was made plain, for example, in the theory of 
representations of Lie groups. 

Representations, given by the same formulas, but considered in different spaces, turned 
out, as a consequence, to be nonequivalent. Therefore it is most natural to consider 
group representations not in Banach spaces, but rather in linear topological spaces. 
Concerning details, cf. Volume V. 
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We denote by @®, the completion of the space @ relative to the scalar 
product (9, #),-” Obviously ®, is a Hilbert space. From the completeness 
of the space ® it follows that ® is the intersection of the spaces ©®,, 
n= 1, 2, ...; 


Conversely, if the topology in a linear topological space ® is defined 
by means of a countable collection of scalar products (9, #), and @® 
coincides with the intersection M,_, ®, of its completions relative to 
these scalar products, then ©@ is complete and therefore countably 
Hilbert. We will not linger over the proofs of these simple assertions. 
The reader who so desires can acquaint himself in Chapter I of Volume II 
with the proofs of these assertions for the more general case of countably 
normed spaces. 

Further on we will need to consider certain elements of the space 
® as elements of the corresponding Hilbert spaces ®,,. dn such cases 
where this can lead to misunderstandings, we will write » instead of 9. 
Thus, the elements e: ee ... are the same element g of the space @, 
considered in the different spaces ®,,. 

Let us now clarify the structure of the adjoint space ®’ of a countably 
Hilbert space ®. We show that @’ is the union of the Hilbert spaces 
®,, which are the adjoints of the Hilbert spaces ®,, m = 1, 2,.... In 
fact, let F be an element of the space ©@,,, i.e., a linear functional on the 
Hilbert space ®,,. Then obviously F is continuous relative to the topology 
of &, i.e., F is an element of ©’. From this it follows that U;_, 8, c @’. 
On the other hand, if Fis a linear functional on ®, then as was mentioned 
in Section 1.2, F . continuous relative to some one of the norms, say 
I? ln = WV(e; ),; i-e., it belongs to the space ®. Thus @' = U~ ,@. 
We note that the spaces ®), form an increasing chain 


OCHC 


In fact, since (gy, ¢),, <(~, y), for m <n, then from the boundedness 
of a functional F in the ball (9, ¢),,, < 1 follows its boundedness in the 
ball (p, ~), <1, te., if F belongs to ®,, then it belongs to @,. 

The space ®, is the adjoint of the Hilbert space ®,. Therefore there 
is defined in ®), a norm which is conveniently denoted by || F'||_,,, given 


by ; 
| Fen == Sup (F, g)- 
l¢lz=l 


* That is, relative to the norm || @ Il, = V(¢, ~)n generated by the scalar product. 
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As is well known, the adjoint space of a Hilbert space is a Hilbert space 
and therefore the norm || F'|\_,, is defined by a scalar product (F, G)_, 
in ©. In other words, 


Flan = VF, PF) 


It should be kept in mind that the scalar products in the different 
spaces ©, are different and that for m <n the inequality (F, F)_,, > 
(F, F)_,, holds. 

Sometimes we will be led to consider a functional F from ®’ as an 
element of several of the spaces ©). In this case we will use the same 


notation F, F,... as is used or elements of the space ®. We note that 
ifm <nandFe®@’, then 


(m) (in) (n) (n) 


(F, y) = (F, 9) 


for any element y € ®. In fact, both sides of this equality are the value 
of the functional F for the element 9 € ®. 

One can introduce a topology in the space ®’ in various ways. For 
example, one can take as a complete system of neighborhoods of zero 
in ©’ the sets U(g,, ..., p,,3 €), Consisting of those linear functionals F 
such that 


\(F; ol Se, l<k<m. 


Here 9, ..-; Pm are elements of ®, and « is an arbitrary positive number. 
This topology is called the weak topology in the space ®’. Along with this 
topology we can consider the strong topology. In order to define the 
strong topology in ®’, we introduce the concept of a bounded set in ®. 
A set A in @ is said to be bounded, if for any k the set of numbers 
(y, p)x, Where @ € A, is bounded. In this case, for any neighborhood U 
of zero in @ there is a number m such that 4 C nU. A complete system 
of neighborhoods of zero which defines the strong topology in @’ 
consists of all the sets U(A, €), defined by the inequalities 


sup |(F, »)| <e, 
yea 


where A is any bounded set in ®, and e > 0. 
It can be shown that the elements of each of the subspaces ©}, form 
an everywhere dense set in the space ®’, relative to the weak topology. 
One can also introduce the notion of bounded sets in ®’. Here one must 
distinguish between a weakly and a strongly bounded set in ®’. A set 
A in ©’ is called strongly bounded, if for any strong neighborhood U 
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of zero in ©’ there is an n such that A C nU. In the same way a set A is 
called weakly bounded, if for any weak neighborhood V of zero in &'’ 
there is an such that A C nV. Since every weak neighborhood of zero 
in ®’ is also a strong neighborhood of zero, every strongly bounded set 
in ®' is weakly bounded. 

We consider, finally, the adjoint space ©’ of ®’. In this space also, 
one can consider different topologies, starting respectively from finite, 
strongly bounded, and weakly bounded sets in the space ®’. We will 
construct a topology in ©’, starting from the strongly bounded sets 
in ©’, With each such set A and each number e« > 0 we associate the 
set U(A, «) in ®”, consisting of those linear functionals ¢ on ®’ such that 
SUP re,| (P, F) | < €. We take the collection of all the sets U(A, «) for a 
complete system of neighborhoods of zero in ®”. 

With this topology the second adjoint space ®” is isomorphic to the 
original countably Hilbert space @, i.e... 6 = GO. A linear topological 
space ® for which ® = ©” is called a reflexive space. Thus a countably 
Hilbert space is reflexive. 

The proof is carried out in the following way. To each element 
g € ® there corresponds a linear functional ¢ on the space ©’, defined 
by the equation (¢, F) = (F, ¢). The correspondence o — ¢ is a one-to- 
one imbedding of the space ® into the space ®”’. We show that it is 
one-to-one onto, 1.e., that each element GED" is the sei of some 
element » € ®. In fact, a linear functional ¢ on the space @’ = = U,_.& 
is at the same time a linea! functional on each of the Hilbert spaces ©,. 
But a Hilbert space is reflexive and therefore ¢ can be considered as an 
element of each of the Hilbert spaces which one obtains upon completing 
the space © relative to the scalar products (9, ¥),. Since N;,_,©, = ©, 
we find that ¢¢ ®. Thus we have proven that the spaces ® and 6" 
coincide as sets of elements. 

Now we show that the one-to-one correspondence which we have 
introduced between ® and ©&” is continuous in both directions. For 
this we make use of the description given in Volume II (Chapter I, 
Sections 5.2 and 5.3) of strongly bounded sets in a space @’ which 
is the adjoint of a countably normed space © = f;,_; ®,. It was shown 
there that each such set A belongs to some one of the spaces ®, and is 
bounded in it with respect to the corresponding norm |j F’||_,. 

Let us now consider some neighborhood U(A, e) of zero in the space 
''. By the remark just made, the bounded set A is bounded in one of the 
Hilbert spaces ®,, and therefore lies in some ball || F'||_, <a. We now 
consider the ball || ¢ ||, < ¢«/a in the space ®. If an element ¢ belongs 
to this ball, then for any functional F from the ball || F'||_, <a, and a 
fortiori any functional F from the set A, the inequality |(F, ~)| < ¢ holds. 
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This means that the map of the ball || ¢ ||, < «/a lies in the neighborhood 
U(A, «) of zero in ©", 1.e., the mapping » — ¢ is continuous. 

The continuity of the inverse mapping is proven in the same way. 
Let || @ |l,, < € bea ballin the space ®. We denote by 4 a strongly bound- 
ed set in ®’, consisting of those functionals F for which |(F, ¢)| < | if 
Il lle Se. Obviously the map of the neighborhood U(A, e) of zero in ®” 
is contained in the ball || » I Se. This proves the assertion of the conti- 
nuity of the inverse mapping. 

Thus we have proven that the spaces ® and ©” coincide not only as 
sets of elements but also according to their topologies, which proves that 
any countably Hilbert space is reflexive. 


3.2. Nuclear Spaces 


We now introduce the basic concept of this section—that of a nuclear 
space. Let ® be a countably Hilbert space. We consider the Hilbert 
spaces ®, which are obtained by completing the space ® in the norms 
| @ ll, = W(~, ~),- In each of these spaces the set of elements of @ is an 
everywhere dense set. By hypothesis, if m <n then (9, 9)» < (9; %)n- 
From this it follows that the mapping ae ‘p is a continuous mapping 
of an ev erywhere dense set in ®, onto an everywhere dense set in @,, 
(we recall that and | o denote the same element » € ®, considered as 
an element of ®, and @,,). We can extend this mapping to a continuous 
linear operator qT which maps the space ®, onto an everywhere dense 
subset of ®,,, and note the obvious equality T? = T*T ifm <n < p. 

We now introduce the following definition: A countably Hilbert 
space ®1s called nuclear, if for any m there is ann such that the mapping 
T;, of the space ®, into the space ©®,, is nuclear, i.e., has the form 


mP 4 > AY, Pr nx» P € ®,, 
Avz=1 


where {,,} and {,.} are orthonormal systems of vectors in the spaces 
®, and @,,, respectively, A, > 0, and the series D,_, A, converges. 
"Geometrically this definition means the following: A countably 
Hilbert space @ is nuclear, if for any m there is an » such that the set 
(y, ¢), < 11s, relative to the scalar product (9, ¢),,, an ellipsoid for which 
the series consisting of the lengths of its principal semiaxes converges. 
We note further that instead of the nuclearity of the operator T% 
one can require that it be of Hilbert-Schmidt type. In fact, it was shown 
in Section 2.3 that the product of any two Hilbert-Schmidt operators 


3.2 Nuclear Spaces 63 


is a nuclear operator. Consequently, if the operators J! and Ty) are of 
Hilbert-Schmidt type, then 7}, = T;\T? is a nuclear operator. 

The concept of nuclearity can be generalized to any countably normed 
space. Namely, we call a countably normed space @ nuclear, if for any m 
there is an such that the operator T;, which imbeds the space @, 
into the space @®,, is nuclear, i.e., has the form 


m 


me P =F > ACF, P Pas 


his=] 


where {F,,} and {:,} are bounded sequences of elements of the spaces 
©’, and ®,,, ,, > 0, and the series D,_, A, converges.* 

However, this generalization does not lead to an extension of the class 
of spaces considered—in any nuclear countably normed space a countable 
set of scalar products can be introduced in such a way that the space 
becomes a nuclear countably Hilbert space, without altering its topology. 

These scalar products are constructed in the following way. We 
consider any value of m. There is an m such that the mapping Tj, is 
nuclear, i.e., is given by a formula of the form 


TH -2 (Fs pbs 


where {F,,} is a bounded set in @’,, {us,.} is a bounded set in ®,,, A, > 0, 
and the series D,_, A,. converges. 
We define (9, By ‘by 


(7, P Jann = inf >, X4_| 4, le 
k=1 
where o € @ and the infimum is taken over all sequences {«,} such that 
Leer An | op (2 < + co and Ttp = DyyA,o,%,. Let us show that 


(v, @)nn 1S finite for all g ¢ ®. Indeed, we can take a, = (F;,, y) and 
therefore 


(9, P) mn < > ACF, p)(F;., 9). 


a“ 
Ak=1 


3 'This can also be formulated as 
feo) 
YB ae > Fp PY,» 
k=] 


> 90 
where the series 2,_, || Fx |l-n {] Ye llm Converges. 
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This series converges for all g € ®, since it is majorized by the series 
>, Adl Fe leall @ IRs 
k=1 


and by hypothesis the set of functionals {F,} is bounded in ®, and the 
series Dy A, Converges. 

It is not ditieule to show that (9g, ¢),,., 18 a Hermitean form in ® and 
therefore defines a scalar product (9, #),,, in ®. We will now show that 
(y; %) mn Satisfies inequalities of the form 


(a) lol. < Ci. P)mn 
and 


(b) (9, P)mn < Coll P \(?, 


where C, and C, are positive and do not depend upon 9. In fact, from 
LoS = > 1 Dj-Xp-P ys it follows that 


* 2 
Lele < [DS Al ov | Yella - 
rt 
Since the set {,} in ®,, is bounded, 


| el < C2(S) Alan) 


where C = sup, || #4; || n- Further, in view of the Bunyakovski-Schwartz 
inequality 

(S Adlon!) < Dad rar! 
k=l 


k=] j=1 


and therefore 


elim <C> Agtoe |, 
k=1 


where C, = C* Le : \,. Since this inequality holds for all sequences 
{cx;,} cen that ¥,.,A rig 2 < oo and T®p = Dhar rj.oub;,, We have 


Ip lime < Cy inf Y) Agl oe |? = Ci(P, P)mn- 
k=] 
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On the other hand, since we can put o, = (F;, ¢), then 


(P, 2) mn < 2 cles p)!? 
c=] 


<| olla Dy) Aull Fell2n < Calle llés 
k=] 


where C, = sup; || Fy |l-n Z - A;. This proves the stated inequalities. 
Since m is arbitrary, it follows from these inequalities that the collection 
of scalar products (9, #),,, defines the same topology in @ as does the 
collection of norms || ¢ ||». 

v In order to prove that ® is a countably Hilbert space, we have to 
further establish the compatibility of the norms V(Q, @),,.: For this it 
suffices, in view of inequality (a), to show that || ||, and V(%: ®) mn ®)inn are 
compatible norms. To show this, we remark first that, as is well known, 
the set of all sequences a = fa such that Zena) x | a |? < 00 forms a 
Hilbert space L3, in which || «||? = Df, A; | a, |2. Now practically 
repeating the steps which led to inequality (ay, we see that for each 
a EL} the series DF, Apo, converges to some element 9, €@®,,, and 
ll pa |Z, < Cyl aj. Now let ym be the set of all a such that yo, = 0. 
Clearly i is linear, and the last inequality shows that it is a closed set 
in L?. We have seen that for any p¢ OC @®,, there is at least one « €L5 
(namely, « == {(F;,, ¢)}) such that » = »,. Let P be the projection 
of Li onto the orthogonal complement ® of I in Ly, and set a, = Pa, 
where a is any element of L? for which » = g,. Clearly a, is unique, and 
the set of all « € Lj for which » = g, is just «, + Mt. We observe further 
that || x, |l? = (9; %),.n (this shows, by the way, that (9, ¢),,, defines an 
inner product (9, #),,,). There is thus a mapping a — 9, of N into ©®,, 
such that the image of ® in @,, contains ®, and if a, # a, are elements 
of N, then px, ~ Ya, in ®,,. Now if {p,} is a sequence in ® which is 
fundamental i in the norm V(gq, %),n,, then there is a corresponding se- 
quence {a,} in 9% which is fundamental in Lj, and hence converges to 
some a,€%. Clearly (a) implies that {p,} converges in ®,, to some 
element g, € ®,,, which must be the element corresponding to ag. Thus 
a = Oif and only if py = 0. Hence |j y jj, and V(%; ©)mn are compat- 
ible. Thus the /(@, @),., are compatible. We note also from (a), (b), 
and the compatibility of the |! @|l,, that any || y jl, and V(9, @)mn are 
compatible. 

Now, recalling that » = n(m), choose a sequence m, < m,<... 
such that m,,, > n(m,), and set (p, ); = (P ®)mentmp- From (a), (b) 
and ||@jli<ilelle<... it follows that by multiplying each (9, ¢);, 
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t > 2, by a suitable constant D;, we have (9g, y), < (9; v)e <..., where 
(y, v), = (¢, ¢); and (9, 9); = Dy, v); for i > 2. It is evident, from 
(a) and (b), that the family of norms (9, ¢),; defines the same topology 
in ® as does the family || ¢ ||,,. Thus ® is a countably Hilbert space. 

It remains to show that @ is nuclear. Let ©,,) denote the completion 
of © with respect to V(9, ¢);. Since the W/(g, ~); are compatible with 
the || y||,,, then (a) and (b) show that ®,, C ®,,C®,,, C Bia) C 
Now for any 2 there is j >2 such that the natiiral mapping Tria, of 
®,,, into ®,, is nuclear; and the natural mapping 4 of ®,,) into @,, 
is abuindaly: ‘bounded, as is the natural mapping B of @,, ,, into 6, 
But then BT,’ A, which is clearly the natural mapping “of ®, (7) into 
D.», is nuclear.4 Thus ® is a nuclear space. 

An important generalization of the concept of a nuclear countably 
normed space is that of a nuclear linear topological space. This concept 
is introduced in analogous fashion, the only difference being that the 
set of norms which define the topology is uncountable, and these norms 
can vanish on nonzero elements. We remark that the adjoint space of 
a nuclear countably Hilbert space is nuclear in this sense. 


3.3. A Criterion for the Nuclearity of a Space 


In this section we will formulate a necessary and sufficient condition 
for nuclearity which is convenient to use in various applications. T'o 
begin with, we introduce the following concepts. 

A series ¥,-1 F;, of functionals, defined on a linear topological space 


4 The assertion of the nuclearity of the product of a nuclear and a continuous operator 
is as valid for mappings in Banach spaces as it is for mappings in Hilbert space. In fact, if 


Tp = Ld Fr, py 


is a nuclear mapping of the space ® into ¥, and A is a continuous mapping of the space ¥ 
into X, then the mapping AT can be represented in the form 


AT = LF, p) Ad: 


The set {Ay} is bounded in X in view of the continuity of the operator A. Therefore 
AT is a nuclear mapping. In just the same way one proves the nuclearity of the mapping 
TA, where A is a continuous mapping of X into ® and T is a nuclear mapping of ® 
into ¥ Namely, 


TAx = >» AAP; Ax). = p> ALA*Fi, x) be, 


and the set {A*F;,} is bounded in view of the continuity of the operator A*. 
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®, is called unconditionally convergent if, for any element 9 « , the series 
ae | (Fi. ¢) | converges. The series pe ,F, is called absolutely con- 
vergent if one can find a neighborhood U of zero in @ such that the series 
Dpent | Fy lly converges, where || F’, ||y = sup,eu | (Fis y) |. 

Obviously every absolutely convergent series is unconditionally 
convergent. In nuclear spaces the concepts of absolute and unconditional 
convergence are equivalent. In other words, the following theorem 


holds. 


Theorem 1. Any unconditionally convergent series Y,.1F, of 
linear functionals on a nuclear space @ is absolutely convergent. 
First we prove the following lemma. 


Lemma 1. If pe OF is an unconditionally convergent series of 
linear functionals on a countably Hilbert space ®, then there exist 
numbers M and m such that 


> (Fes @)| < Mlle lin (1) 


es | 
for every element y € @. 


Proof. We define a functional p(¢) on ®, setting 


ro) = Fe) 


k=] 


From the unconditional convergence of the series ¥,_,F, it follows 
that p(¢) is finite for every element » € ®. Let us show that p(¢) is lower 
semicontinuous. In fact, we have 


P(y) = sup P,(¢) (2) 


where p,,(~) = Ly-1| (Fis ¢) |. Since every one of the convex functionals 
~,(¢) is continuous, then, as was shown in Section 1.1, the functional 
p(y) is also convex and lower semicontinuous. 

By Theorem 2 of Section | the functional p(~) is bounded in some 
neighborhood U of zero in ®. From this follows the existence of numbers 
m and M such that 


PCP) < MI olin 


for every element g € ®, which proves the lemma. 
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Since, in view of the lemma just proven, the inequality 
(Fr, )| <> (Fes 2)! < Mp iim 


holds for any k, then || F;. ||_,,, < M. Thus, if > F,, is an unconditionally 
convergent series of functionals on the countably Hilbert space ®, there 
exists an m such that the set of numbers |} F,. ||_,,, R = 1, 2, ..., is bounded. 
In particular, every functional F,, belongs to the space ®,,. 

We now proceed to the proof of Theorem |. Let the. space ® be 
nuclear, and ¥,_, F, be an unconditionally convergent series of linear 
functionals on ®. Then, as we have just proven, there exist M and m 
such that Fe ®,, and || F,.||_,, < M. 


Since ® is by hypothesis nuclear, there is an such that the operator 
T;., which takes the space ®, into ®,,, is nuclear. We will show that the 
series D,.; || F,.||_, converges. 

Since the mapping @®, — ®,, is nuclear, one can choose orthonormal 
bases {q,.} and {z,} in o, and: ©, such that for every element ot ®, 


(1) 


one has ? = = Detar (Gs Penis Where A, > O and the series yan 
converges. ‘hus, for any » € @ and any linear functional F on ® one aa 


na 


(F, 9) = ENG PinlF; Yi.) 


But since || g,. ||, = |, then | (9, o;)n | <|l¢@||,, and therefore 


co a 


(F, @)| < DAME bell elle 


kel 
This means that 
WF len = one (Fe) S >, Al; be)l- 
n k=l 
Applying this inequality to the functionals F,, FP, ..., F;, ... and summing 
the resulting inequalities with respect to 7, we find that 


> Fylin < <DA AD Fn dal 


j=] 


and so, by inequality (1) we have 


Lilien < MD All be lin = MSA. 
j=1 k=1 kel 
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Thus the convergence of the series Lie Fj len is proved; hence 
Theorem | is proved. Now we show that the converse theorem holds. 


Theorem 2. If every unconditionally convergent series L,.,F, of 
linear functionals on a countably Hilbert space @ is absolutely conver- 
gent, then the space @ is nuclear. 


Proof. According to the definition of nuclearity we must show that 
for any m there is an n such that the mapping 77, of the space @®, into 
®,, is of Hilbert-Schmidt type. Since the adjoint of an operator of 
Hilbert-Schmidt type is also of that type, it suffices to exhibit an n 
for which the mapping (T%)’ of the space ®,, into ®, is of Hilbert- 
Schmidt type. 

Let us select any orthonormal basis F,, F,, ... in the Hilbert space 
@,,. We will show that there is an » > m for which the series pa 
Il F;, rn pcOnverBes: this implies that the operator (T7-)’, defined by (T%)’ 


a 


FB. = — Fi is of Hilbert-Schmidt type. In the course of the proof we will 
make use of a well-known criterion for the convergence of the numerical 
series L, | a, |2, namely, if the series Z, x,,a, converges for all numerical 
sequences {x,} satisfying the condition L; | x, | < 00, then the series 
x, | a. |? converges. 

In view of the orthonormality of the basis {F,} in the space ®,,, the 
series 


Deo)? (3) 


converges for any element ge&@®,,. Let us consider any sequence 
x = (x1, Xg, ...) of numbers for which the series ¥,_1 | x, |2 converges. 
From the convergence of the series (3) it follows that the series of func- 
tionals ¥,, x,(F,, y) converges for any 9, i.e., the series Y,_1 x,F;, is 
unconditionally convergent. By the conditions ar the theorem this means 
that the series ¥,., x,,F; is absolutely convergent. In other words, there 
is an r [depending upon the choice of sequence x = (x, xg, ...)] such 
that the series 


Dy | te | Fale (4) 
k=1 


converges. Now we denote by H the Hilbert space consisting of all 
sequences x = (x,, x2, ...) such that ¥,_;| x, |? converges. Setting 


Pr(x) = > ey ao sar ie 
kal 
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we obtain a sequence of functionals p,(x), p(x), ... on H. Since the 
inequalities 
Nae | ae |e ee 


hold for any functional F on 9, the functionals p,(x) satisfy the inequalities 


pix) > palx) 2 


As was shown above, for any x there is an r such that the series (4) con- 
verges, i.e., p,(x) is finite. Since 


p(x) = rd Pri(X), 


where 


j 
Prt) = >) xe Fell 
k=l 
are convex and continuous functionals on the space H, then the func- 
tional p,(x) is convex and lower semicontinuous. We now apply Theorem 
3 of Section | to the functionals p,(x), obtaining the existence of numbers 
n and M for which 


Pn(X) < M|| «|, 
where 


This implies that the series 


> | Xk | ll Fx ln 
k=1 


converges for every sequence x in #7. According to the criterion mentioned 
above for the e convergence of a numerical series ¥;-1 | a, |?, we find that 
the series D,_1 || F; ||2,, converges. 

Therefore we see that for any orthonormal basis Fj, F, ... in the space 

@’, the series Dy-1 Pa on converges. In other words, the mapping 
(T”)’ of the space ®,, into ©) is of Hilbert-Schmidt type. This proves 
the nuclearity of the : space ®, 

From Theorems | and 2 results the following assertion: In order 
that a countably Hilbert space ® be nuclear, it is necessary and sufficient 
that every unconditionally convergent sequence of functionals on ® be 
absolutely convergent. 

In other words, a nuclear space can be defined as a countably Hilbert 
space in which every unconditionally convergent series of functionals 
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is absolutely convergent. We remark that the absolute convergence of 
unconditionally convergent series of functionals holds for every nuclear 
linear topological space. 


Remark. One can similarly prove a slightly different version of the 
preceding criterion for nuclearity, as follows: In order that a countably 
Hilbert space ® be nuclear, it is necessary and sufficient that every one- 
parameter family f; (a <A < d) of linear functionals on ® which satisfies 
the condition 


sup >) (fase P) — Sap P< C 


for every g € ®, where C depends upon gq, also satisfies for some p and 
C, the condition 


sup >) Il fas: — Sayllp < Cr 
j 


Here the suprema are taken over all partitions a = Ay < Ay <... <A, 
= b of the interval [a, 5]. This definition of nuclearity played a funda- 
mental role in Chapter IV of Volume III. 


3.4. Properties of Nuclear Spaces 


We proceed now to establish certain properties of nuclear spaces. 
The concept of nuclearity will be understood in the sense indicated in 
Section 3.2, i.e., only countably Hilbert nuclear spaces are considered. 

First we show that any closed subspace Y of a nuclear countably 
Hilbert space @ is a nuclear countably Hilbert space.* In fact, it is obvious 
that any scalar product (9, %), in the space ® defines a scalar product 
in the space Y. Moreover, from the completeness of ® and the assump- 
tion that Y is closed, it follows that Y is a complete space. Consequently, 
Y is a countably Hilbert space. Now we show that ¥ is nuclear. Given 
any m, there is an m such that the mapping 7” of the space ©@, into ®,, 
is nuclear. Then the mapping of Y%, [the completion of YW relative to the 
scalar product (9, ¢),,] into Y,,, induced by the mapping T7 is also nuclear. 
This follows from the fact that for any orthonormal systems {g,} and 
{y,} in the spaces Y%, and ¥,, the series 


> (DinP kes Xk)n 
k= 


converges. ‘This proves our assertion. 


5 This property is valid for any linear topological nuclear space. 
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Now we show that if ® is a nuclear space, and Y is a closed subspace 
of ® for which the factor space ®/¥ is complete, then @/¥ is also a 
nuclear space.® 

In fact, setting 


(p+ Pie + Pn = inf (p+ 4,7 + Wn 


®/ becomes a countably Hilbert space (we leave the verification to the 
reader). Let us show that it is a nuclear space. To do this we consider an 
unconditionally convergent series of functionals Leer fy on the space 
®/¥. To each functional f,, there corresponds a functional F, on the 
space ® such that 


(Fi v) = (fee +P) 


for every element y € ®. Obviously the series LF, is also uncondition- 
ally convergent. In view of the nuclearity of @ it follows that there exists 
an m such that the series ¥,_1 || F;, j|_m Converges. But 


| Fe lm = cue (Fis pL = eur (fio P+ PY = MW fic l_m- 


lGllim <1 lll <1 


Consequently, the series D,-1 |i f; ||_-m converges, and therefore Dy_1 f, 
is an absolutely convergent series. This proves the nuclearity of /¥. 

We now show that every nuclear space ® 1s perfect. In other words, 
every bounded closed set in a nuclear space ® is compact. As a matter 
of fact, let A be a bounded? closed set in a nuclear space ®. We denote 
by A, the set A, considered as a set of elements in the Hilbert space @,. 
In view of the boundedness of A, each set A, is bounded. Moreover, 
for any m and n (n > m) the equation T7,A, = A, holds, where T?, 
is the operator imbedding ©, into ®,,. In view of the nuclearity of &, 
for every m there is an m > m such that T?, is nuclear and a fortiori 


6 Let Y be a closed subspace of ®. A set consisting of every element ¢ of the form 
~ = go + #, where gp is a fixed element of © and ¢% is an element of the subspace ¥, 
is called a coset of @ relative to ¥, We will often denote this coset by gy» + ¥. The space 
@/¥ consisting of all cosets relative to ¥ is itself a linear space, namely, we take 


(i+Mi(@mtiM=-atwt ¥ 
and 
Mgr + ¥) = Ag, + ¥. 


If ® is a normed space, then setting 
lo, + Yl = inf lle. + $l, 
yey 
we make ©/¥ into a normed space. This space will be complete if © is complete. 


7 That is, a set such that for any neighborhood U of zero there is A > O for which 
AA CU. 
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completely continuous. But then the set A,,, as the image of the bounded 
set A, by the operator T”, has compact closure in ©®,,. Thus if {p;} is a 
sequence of elements lying in A, then setting m = 1, we obtain the 
existence of a subsequence 9;,, 9;,, ... which is fundamental in the norm 
Il li. Taking m = 2, we can find a subsequence of {p,;} which is fun- 
damental in the norm || ¢ |j.. Continuing in this way for all m = 1, 2, ... 
and then taking the diagonal sequence of the resulting infinite family 
of sequences, we see that this diagonal sequence is fundamental with 
respect to every one of the norms |! ¢ ||,, and hence with respect to the 
metric || @ || defined in the footnote on page 57. Since a countably Hilbert 
space is by definition complete, the diagonal sequence converges, and its 
limit is in A since A was assumed closed. Thus A is compact. 

From this result it follows that an infinite-dimensional Banach space 
is not nuclear, because a ball in such a space is bounded but not compact. 
At the same time any finite-dimensional space is nuclear, because the 
identity mapping in it is nuclear. 

Since every nuclear space is perfect, all the theorems proven in 
Volume II for perfect spaces are valid for nuclear spaces, namely, the 
following assertions hold: 


(1) Both in a nuclear space ® and its adjoint space ©’, strong and 
weak convergence coincide.® 


(2) If the space @ is nuclear, then a closed bounded set A in its adjoint 
space ®’ is compact relative to weak and strong convergence. 


(3) A nuclear space is separable (contains an everywhere dense 
countable set). 


(4) A nuclear space is complete relative to weak convergence. 


The reader will find the proofs of these assertions (for the more general 
class of perfect spaces) in Volume II (Chapter I, Section 6). 


3.5. Bilinear Functionals on Nuclear Spaces 


We have already indicated above that the kernel theorem is valid not 
only for the space K, but also for many other spaces, for example, the 
space S, the space 3 of entire analytic functions, and so forth. In this 
section we prove a theorem which embraces all of these particular cases. 
This theorem is formulated in the following way: 


8 A sequence {g,} of elements in a countably normed space ® is said to be weakly 
convergent to zero, if lim,_,. (F, g,) = 0 for every linear functional F on &. For linear 
functionals the concept of weak topology (and thus, of weak convergence) was defined 
on p. 60. 
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Theorem 3 (Abstract Kernel Theorem). Let ® and ¥ be countably 
Hilbert spaces, one of which, say @, is nuclear, and B(9, #), pe ®, 
ye WY, a bilinear functional, continuous in each of its arguments » and 
ys. Then there are values p and m such that B(g, %) can be represented 
in the form?® 


By, p) == (Ag, ip), 


where A is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator which maps the Hilbert space 
®,, into the Hilbert space Y,, (®, is the completion of the space ® in the 
norm || 9 ||, = V(%; %)p> and y’ is the adjoint space of ¥,,). 


Proof. Since the functional B(y, 4) is continuous in each of its 
arguments » and ys, then by Theorem 3 of Section | there are norms 
ll p ||, and || us ||, in the spaces ® and ¥ such that 


| Bop, P)| < Ml nll Nims (5) 


where the value of M does not depend upon » and 4%. We now introduce 
the linear operator 4,, mapping the space ®, into ¥}, and defined by the 


equation 
(Ai, #) = Be, ¥). 
From relation (5) it follows that 


(Aye, )| = | Bly, )| < Ml pI lnll ll 
Therefore 
| Ay Nee = ies (Aye, b)| < M| P Ilr» 
Yilm= 


and consequently the operator A, is bounded relative to the norms 
ll ||, and || F'||_,, in the spaces ®, and ¥77,. 

Since the space ® is by hypothesis nuclear, there exists a value p 
such that the operator 77, mapping the space ©, into ®, and leaving 
the elements of ® unchanged, is of Hilbert-Schmidt type. But then the 
operator A = A,T?, mapping the space ©, into ¥,,, is also of that 


type. Since the operator T? leaves the elements of ® unchanged (more 
(nd, 


precisely, since TP: ? = = g), the bilinear functional B(g, %) can be 
written in the fora 


Bip, f) = (Aig, f) = (Ai Tag, $) = (Ag, }) 


which proves our assertion. 


® The symbol (Ag, ¥) denotes the value of the functional Ag on the element ¥ (in 
distinction from the symbol (9, #)n, which denotes the scalar product in the space @,). 
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We remark that any operator A of Hilbert-Schmidt type, mapping 
the space ®, into the space Y,,, has, according to Theorem 3 of Section 
2, the form 


Ap = > AP; Pr) oF es 
k=1 


where {ens and F x} are orthonormal bases in ®, and ¥7,, A, > 0, and 
the series D,-, 2 converges. Therefore we obtain from Theorem 3: 


Corollary. Let ® and YW be countably Hilbert spaces, where ® 
is nuclear. Then for any bilinear functional B(g, %), pe ®, pe VY, 
continuous in each argument, there exist m and p such that B(g, ws) 
has the form 


Bg, pb) = > NAPs Pro (), 


where {g,} and {Fi are orthonormal bases in the spaces ®, and Y,,, 
Ay > 0, and the series Y,_, 22 converges. 

In certain cases a stronger version of Theorem 3, which says that, 
instead of being of Hilbert-Schmidt type, A is nuclear, turns out to be 
useful. Corresponding to this, the convergence of the series D,.1 Az 
in the corollary can be replaced by the convergence of the series Ly_1 Ag. 
The proof of this stronger version requires no changes, since we can 
always take the operator T? to be not only of Hilbert-Schmidt type, 
but also nuclear. 

The kernel theorem can be given another formulation. We introduce 
the following notation. Let » and ys be elements belonging respectively 
to the Hilbert spaces H, and H,. We associate with the element » the 
linear functional F,, on the space H,, defined by (F,, 1) = (x4, #)o, where 
wb € MH, and (,, ws), is the scalar product in H,. We denote by 9 © # 
the linear operator mapping the space H, into Hy, defined by 


(7 @d)x = (wel y 


where (yx, ¢@), is the scalar product in H,. We will denote by (g @ #)* 
the operator mapping H into H, and defined by 


(yp @ ¢)*F, x) = (F, (ep @ #)x)-2 


where F € Hy, » € Hy, and (Fj, F2)_, is the scalar product in H,. The 
operator (p @ %)* can also be defined by the formula 


(Pp @ ¥)*F, xh = (FO el y)-2- 
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Obviously the operators p © % and (m @ ys)* are degenerate, and thus 
of Hilbert-Schmidt type. Therefore if A is any operator of Hilbert— 
Schmidt type, mapping the space H, into MH, then the operator (g @ #)*A 
is nuclear, and consequently its trace T'r[(p@ )*A] exists. Setting 


Be, $) = Trip @ $)* 4], 


we obtain a bilinear functional on the spaces H, and H,. The Hilbert— 

Schmidt operator A is called the kernel of this bilinear functional.!° 
We shall now prove that in nuclear spaces any bilinear functional is 

defined by a kernel. In other words, the following theorem holds. 


Theorem 4 (Second Formulation of the Abstract Kernel Theorem). 
Let ® and ¥ be countably Hilbert spaces, where @ is nuclear. For any 
bilinear functional B(g, %), pe ®, EW, continuous in each of its 
arguments, there exist p, m, and a Hilbert-Schmidt operator A, mapping 
the space ®, into Y,,, such that 


Be, ¥) = Trip @ #)*4]. 


Here (p © #)* denotes an operator, mapping the space VY, into ©,, 
and defined by the formula 


(Pp @W)*F, x)p = (Fs x2 &) pF y) ms 


where Fe ¥;,, x €®,, (9, x)y is the scalar product in ®,, (F, Fy)_m is 
the scalar product in ¥;,, and F, is a linear functional on Y,, defined 


by the formula (F,, 41) = (1, %)m- 


Proof. By Theorem 3 there are p and m such that 


Be, $b) = (Ag, ib), 


Tf H, and H, are spaces of functions with square integrable moduli, then the operator 
y & ¥ is given by the formula 


(e@ wx = WO) | x2) 0) ax, 


i.e., it is a degenerate integral operator with kernel ¢(x)(y). In this case the bilinear 
functional B(g, ¥) has the form 


Ble, ¥) = | Ale, vole)Wly) de dy, 


where A(x, y), a function having square integrable modulus, is the kernel of the functional 


B(g, $). 
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where A is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator, mapping the space ®, into 
WW), We shall show that 


Bip, $) = Trl(p @ #)*A). 
For this we fix g € ® and choose an orthonormal basis {y,} in ®, such 


that 9, = 9g/||¢/|,. For brevity we denote the operator » @¢ by T. 
Obviously 


Tr(T*A) =D) (T*Age oe = Dy (Aver Tee)—m- 
k=1 k=1 


But for k + | 
To, = (9 Oder = (Ge P)oFy = | vilpGe Pido*, = 0, 


and 
Ty, = lle ll>F 
and therefore 


Tr(T*A) = (Ag, || 9 llpPy)-m = (AQ, Fy)-m- 


Since the functional F, is defined by (F,, 41) = (41, #4), then for any 
element F of Y, the relation (F, F,)_,, = (F,) holds. Consequently 


By, b) = (Ae, $) = (Ae, Fy)m = Tr(T*A) = Trip @ #)*4), 


which proves the theorem. 

Applying Theorems 3 and 4 to specific spaces, we obtain for them the 
kernel theorem. For example, in Section 3.6 it will be proved that the 
space K(a) of infinitely differentiable functions which vanish for | x | >a 
is nuclear. The scalar products which define the topology in this space 
have the form 


(Wm = Sy f ws PET ae. 


Applying the corollary of Theorem 3 to the space K(a), we see that any 
bilinear functional B(g, 4) on K(a) has the form 


Bg, ¥) = > lo er)e(Frst)s (6) 


where {q,} is an orthonormal basis in the space K,,(a),"' {F,} is an ortho- 
ar t . 00 
normal basis in the space K,,,(a), A, 0, and the series 2,_, A, converges. 


11 We denote by K,(a) the completion of the space K(a) in the norm || ¢ ||, = V/(9, P)p» 
and by K7,(a) the adjoint space of K,,(a). 
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We shall now show that the bilinear functional B(g, ¥) can be written 
in the form 


Bly, $) = (F, Phy), 


where F is a linear functional on the space K,(a) of infinitely differentiable 
functions which vanish outside the square |x| <a, |y!<a. To do 
this, we associate with the function »,(x)e K,(a) and the functional 
F,, € K,,(a) a functional on the space K,(a), which we denote by F;. x 9; 
and define by the formula 


(Fe X Per P(%, ¥)) == (Fes (P(%. ¥)s Pep) 


This functional is defined for every function g(x, y) € K,(a). In fact, the 
function (vy) = (¢(x, ¥), px),p has the form 


Wily) = > [ SPC) FOG) ae. 


As 9(x, y) is infinitely differentiable and 9,(x) € K,(a), it follows that 
u(y) is defined for every value of y. Moreover, it is obvious that ¢,(y) 
is infinitely differentiable and vanishes for | y| >a. Therefore the 
expression 


(Fe XP 9%, ¥)) = Ps be) 
is meaningful. A simple estimate shows that 
(Fa X Pes P(% ¥))| S| Fee |! Px loll PCs ¥)Ilnos 


where || ¢(x, ¥) |ln»y denotes the expression 


Since by hypothesis |] F,, ||_.». = || 9, ||, = 1, for every k we have the 
inequality 


\(Fy X Pr P(x, y¥))I < || P(x, Vylmo- 


From this it follows that for every function (x, y) € K.(a) the series 


>> ACFE X Pes P(X, ¥)) 


k=1 


converges, and it is easily seen that this series defines a continuous 
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linear functional on the space K,(a). We denote this functional by F. 
Obviously formula (6) can be written, by means of F, in the form 


Bly, #) = (F, v(x)$))- (7) 


But this means that any bilinear functional on the space K(a), continuous 
in each argument, can be written in the form (7), where F is a continuous 
linear functional on the space K,(a). Thus we have obtained a new 
proof of the kernel theorem for the space K(a). 

The kernel theorem for the spaces S and 3 is proven in a completely 
analogous way. 

In conclusion we mention yet another theorem, closely related to 
Theorem 3. 


Theorem 5. Let A bea linear operator, mapping the nuclear space 
® into the adjoint space Y’ of a countably Hilbert space Y. If A is 
continuous relative to the topology in ® and the weak topology in WY’, 
then there exist p and m such that A is of Hilbert-Schmidt type relative 
to the norms || ||, and || F'||_,, in the spaces ® and YW’. 


Proof. By Theorem 3’ of Section | there exist » and m such that the 
operator A is continuous relative to the norms || ||, and || F'|j_,,. In 
other words, the operator 4,, induced by A on the space @,, is a contin- 
uous mapping of ®, into Y/,. But in view of the nuclearity of ® there 
exists p such that the mapping 7? of ®, into ©, is of Hilbert-Schmidt 
type. Obviously 4, = A,T?, where A, is the operator induced by A 
on the space @,. Since A, is the product of a Hilbert-Schmidt operator 
T® and a continuous operator 4,, it is itself of Hilbert-Schmidt type. 
This proves the theorem. 

In the same way one proves the dual theorem. 


Theorem 6. Let A be a continuous linear mapping of a countably 
Hilbert space @ into the adjoint space Y’ of a nuclear space V (the space 
¥Y’ is considered in the weak topology). Then there exist p and m such 
that A is of Hilbert-Schmidt type relative to the norms || jl, and 
|| F'||_,, in the spaces ® and YW’. 


3.6. Examples of Nuclear Spaces} 


We have established various properties of nuclear spaces. The question 
naturally arises: To which specific spaces are our results applicable, 
i.e., which specific spaces have the property of nuclearity? 


12 Sections 3.6—3.8 can be omitted at the first reading. 
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First we show that the space K(a) of periodic infinitely differentiable 
functions o(x) of period 2a is nuclear.43 We define the norms in this 
space by 

lol = Df lex? de. 


O<a<n * —4 


Obviously K(a) is a countably Hilbert space. To show that it is nuclear, 
we note that the functions %,,(«) = e*’"*/2 form an orthogonal (but not 
normalized) basis in K(a) with respect to every one of the scalar products 


(2) %)n = ae i p'2)(xe ye) dx, 
2a ( ell ) 


o<axn \ @ 


and 


I 


I rn In 


It follows at once that the imbedding operator of K,, ,.(a) [the completion 
of K(a) with respect to the norm || ¢ ||,,9] into K,,(a) is positive definite 
and has finite trace, equal to 


But this means that the space K(a) is nuclear. 

In view of the results proven in Section 3.4, it follows that the space 
K(a), which is the closed subspace of K(a) consisting of all functions in 
RK(a) which vanish, together with all their derivatives, for |x| = a, 
is nuclear. The space K(a) of functions which are infinitely differentiable 
on the interval [—a, a] (and which have one-sided derivatives of all 
orders at the end points) is also nuclear. Indeed, the completion of 
K(a) relative to the norm || ||, differs from the completion of K(a) 
relative to the same norm only by a finite-dimensional direct component 
(i.e., it is isomorphic to the direct sum of the completion of K(a) 
(relative to || p/||,) and a finite-dimensional space). 

We now describe a very general method of obtaining new nuclear 
spaces, starting from a given nuclear space. Let ® be a countably 
Hilbert nuclear space, and M = || m,, || an infinite matrix consisting 
of nonnegative numbers such that 


18 For the sake of simplicity we will carry out all considerations for functions of one 
variable. The passage to functions of several variables leads only to a somewhat more 
involved notation. The results, however, remain valid for functions of several variables. 
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(2) For any k there exists p such that the series > Myj,/Myy CON- 
verges, and its terms are monotonically decreasing. 


We form a new space ®(//) whose elements are sequences 


=> (Pi, Po ---) 


of elements of ® such that for any p the series 
LOIS = >) mall Pn lip 
n=1 


converges. Let us show that ®(/M) is a nuclear space. This space is ob- 
viously countably Hilbert relative to the scalar products 


(9, tb), = > Mn Pns bn) p- 


Further, for any k there is p such that the imbedding operator of ©, 
into ®, !4 has finite Hilbert-Schmidt norm and the series X, _ "4( ys | tty)? 
converges. But then it is easily seen that the imbedding operator of 
@(M), into ®(M), is likewise an operator of Hilbert-Schmidt type. 
From this follows at once the nuclearity of ®(M). 

In view of the fact that the space K(a) of infinitely differentiable 
functions on the interval [—a, a] is nuclear, we obtain from the result 
just proven the following corollary: 

If the matrix M = || m,, || has the properties indicated above, then 
the space K(M) of functions (x), —~ <x <~, infinitely differential 
on every interval [n, n+ 1], having one-sided derivatives of all orders 
at every integer point, and such that for any p the series 


2 n+l 
DY me { | ~(x)PRdx, O0<9 <p, 


converge, is nuclear. 

We can now deduce a criterion for the nuclearity of the spaces K{M,}, 
which were introduced in Volume II (Chapter II, Section 1.2). Let us 
recall the definition of these spaces. Suppose that 


< M(x) < Mx) < (8) 


14 @, is the completion of @ relative to the norm || ¢ |\,. 
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is an increasing sequence of functions. Then K{M,} consists (by de- 
finition) of all infinitely differentiable functions g(x) for which every 
function of the form 


| M,(x)p(x), L<p<wo, O<k<p 


is bounded. The norms in K{M,} are defined by 
IP lip = jmax sup | M,(x)p(x)]. (9) 


O<k<p 2« 


We will also assume that the functions M,,(|x|) are monotonically incre- 
asing and that for any m and k there are p and C such that 


| M(x)| < CM, (x) (10) 


(these conditions are fulfilled in all cases of interest). 
We will say that a space K{M,} satisfies condition (N), if for any n 
there is p such that the ratio 


wo 


goes to zero as | x | > oo and is a summable function of x. 
We prove the following theorem: 


Theorem 7. If the space K{M,} satisfies condition (N), then it is 
nuclear. 


Proof. First we prove that the space K{M,} is countably Hilbert. 
For this we introduce in K{M_,} a countable collection of scalar products, 
setting 


(YH. = [AP Soy) de. (11) 


O<a<p 


We shall show that the topology in K{M,,}, defined by the norms || ¢ ||, 
(see formula (9)), coincides with the topology defined by the norms 


= V (9, %)p- In fact, for g <n <p we have 


[ LCF! pO)? de < sup {[, (a) P| 991} | Fool 


But by condition (NV), p can be chosen so that the integral 


ae i= i Myx) dx 


3.6 Nuclear Spaces 83 


converges. Since lim); ,.. Mn p(*) = 0, the integral [ m*,,(x) dx converges. 
We denote its value by B?,,. Then for g <n < p we obtain 


[ (0, @)P | p@)2 de < Bl ole 
From this it follows that 


lel2= DY [UP oe? de < Cell 


O0<ax< 


i.e. Il @ Ile < C?ll p |Z, where C is a constant not depending upon g(x). 
We now estimate || ¢ ||, in terms of || 9 ||,. Let 0 <q <2. Then for 
any x we have 


| My(x)p(x)| < [ \(My(w)p'(x))'| de. 
In view of (10) there are p and C, not depending upon 9(x), such that 


[MM CpmQgy | de < CF Myla @G)! + | ple) de. 


It follows then from the Bunyakovski-Schwartz inequality that for any 
x we have 


Myson? < 2c? [a] ax 


x (f 1 Mee)? de + [| Maep'(@)! de) 
But by condition (V) there is an s such that 


I Gees] ® 


converges, and we may certainly suppose that s >q-+ 1. Denoting 
the value of this integral by E*, we obtain 


sup | M,(x)p'(x)2 < 2C2E%|| 9 


tIt is easily seen that condition (N) plus the requirement that every function 
| M,(x)p™(x) 1,1 <p < 0,0 <k < p, be bounded implies that in fact these functions 
tend to zero as |x| >», 
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Since such inequalities hold for all g < n, we can find C, and s, such that 
lel, <Clle li. 

From this inequality and the previously proven inequality 


IP Iln S Cll Ip» 


it follows that the system of norms || ¢ ||, defines the same topology in 
K{M,,} as does the system of norms ||¢||,. Thus, if conditions (8), 
(10), and (N) are fulfilled, then K{M,} is a countably Hilbert space. 

Let us now prove that K{M,} is nuclear. For this we note that the 
system of norms || ¢ ||, is equivalent to the system of norms‘ 


lp (2 = > > Mnp [ee aoe 


O0<a<p n=—® n 
where we have put 


Mnp = sup M(x). 


n<e<ntl 


It is not hard to see that in view of condition (VV) and the conditions 
(8), (10) on the M,(x), the system of numbers m,,, has the properties 
formulated earlier. Therefore the space K(M) corresponding to the 
system M = || m,,, || is nuclear. But the space K{M,} is a closed sub- 
space of K(M) and therefore is also nuclear. This proves the theorem. 

The class of spaces of type K{M,} and satisfying condition (JN) is 
quite extensive. For example, the space S belongs to it. In this case 
M(x) = (1 + «*)®. Also belonging to this class is the space S, 4, 
consisting of those infinitely differentiable functions for which the 
integrals 


[exp (a(1 — 1/p)| x P/)pm(x) dx, OSG <p, 


a 
pea, Sy as os Alle 
converge. In this case M,(x) = exp (a(1 — 1/p) | x |1/*) and, as is easy 
to verify, condition (N) is fulfilled. Thus the kernel theorem holds for 
such spaces. 


T This assertion is not apparent in the general case, but it is easy to prove for the 
particular spaces considered below. We mention that two systems of norms are said to 
be equivalent, if each member of each system is bounded by some multiple of a member 
of the other system, as was the case with the systems {|| ¢ ||,} and {il p lr}. 
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Let us indicate a class of spaces of sequences, which are analogous 
to the space K{M,}. Suppose that || my,||, 1 <p, ¢@ < 0, is a matrix 
consisting of elements m,, such that 


1 < my < mg KX... 


for every g. We denote by k{m,,,} the space of sequences x = (x1, Xo, ...) 
such that for every p the sequence 


(my1%1, M poXo ae) 
is bounded. Obviously k{m,,,) is a linear space. If we set 


| ¥ lp = SUP | mygXq |, 
then k{m,,} is a countably normed space. We say that the space k{m,,} 
satisfies condition (VV) if for each n there exists p such that the series 


roa) 
Mnq 


qi na 


converges. 

One can show, by means of considerations analogous to those used 
above, that a space k{m,,,} satisfying condition (N) is nuclear. In particular, 
the space s of rapidly decreasing sequences! is nuclear. For this space 
Mg = g? and, as is easily verified, condition (NV) is fulfilled. 

From the nuclearity of the space s follows the nuclearity of the space 3 
of entire analytic function, in which norms are defined by the formulas 


le lin = sup | p(a)l. 


In fact, it can be established without difficulty that the coefficients 
g'™(0)/n! of the Taylor series of the entire analytic function (2) form 
a rapidly decreasing sequence and, conversely, if the sequence of numbers 
A, 4,, ... Is rapidly decreasing, then 


9(2) = >) an2" 
n=0 


18 A sequence x = (Xj, Xe,...) is called rapidly decreasing, if for every p the relation 
limg 50 | ¢?%_| = 0 holds. 
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is an entire analytic function. Moreover, applying the well-known 
Cauchy inequalities for the coefficients of a Taylor series, we conclude 
that the correspondence 


g'"(0) , 
ni 


y(z) > }9(0); i or 


is an isomorphism between the spaces 3 and s. Therefore, in view of 
the nuclearity of s, the space 3 is also nuclear. 

We remark, in conclusion, that B. S. Mityagin proved the nuclearity 
of the spaces S®, which were introduced in Volume II, Chapter IV. 


as 


3.7. The Metric Order of Sets in Nuclear Spaces?® 


Let A be a set in a metric space R. A set B in R is called an e-set for the 
set A, if for each x € A there is a point 6 € B whose distance from x is 
less than e, € > 0. Obviously, the balls of radius « with centers at the 
points of an e-set for A cover the set A. 

If the set A is compact, then for any « > 0 there exists a finite e-set 
for A. We denote by N(e, A) the smallest number of elements in the 
e-sets for the set A. Obviously, M(e, A) is a nonincreasing function of e, 
and if the set A is infinite, then lim,,, N(e, A) = o. 

Many properties of the space R can be expressed in terms of the 
function N(e, R). For example, a Banach space is finite dimensional 
if and only if the function N(e, A) has power growth, as « — 0, for any 
compact set A. In other words, a necessary and sufficient condition for 
the finite dimensionality of a Banach space R is that for any compact 
set A in R we have 

1 \” 
Ne, A) <C (—) 
where C depends upon A. Here n is the dimension of R. 

In this section we will characterize a nuclear countably Hilbert space 
by means of e-sets. 

First we introduce the concept of an e-set for any linear topological 
space. 

Let © be a linear topological space and U a neighborhood of zero in ®. 
We call a set B an e-set for A relative to the neighborhood U of zero, if for 


16 The results of Sections 3.7-3.8 have as their origin ideas of A. N. Kolmogorov on 
the «-entropy and e«-capacity of compacta in functional spaces. Cf. references (33-35). 
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any element g € A there is an element ¥ € B such that pey + €U (€U 
denotes the collection of elements of the form ey, y €¢ U). We denote by 
N(e, A, U) the smallest number of elements in the e-sets for A relative 
to U. If the set A is compact (or has compact closure in ®), then N(e, A, 
U) is finite for every neighborhood U of zero and every « > 0. 

We consider a perfect countably Hilbert space © = 1,,.., ®, and 
denote by U,, the unit ball in the space ®,,. If k < m, then U,, has 
compact closure! relative to the norm || ¢ ||, and therefore N(e, U,,, U,.) 
is finite for any « > 0. For brevity of notation we denote Me, U,,, U;,.) 
by Tim €)= 

Thus, with each perfect countably Hilbert space we have associated a 
family of functions 7;,,,(e), | <<m< «0, k <m. 

We will give a necessary and sufficient condition for the nuclearity 
of a space ®, which is expressed in terms related to the rapidity of growth 
of the functions r,,,(e). Since a given topology in ® can be defined by 
various collections of scalar products, other conditions expressed in 
different terms will be given on page 94. 

Let us recall the following definition. Suppose f(x) is a monotonically 
increasing function of x. The infimum p of all numbers p, such that for 
some C (depending upon ,) the inequality 


flee) < C exp (w") 
holds, is called the order of growth of the function f(x). If p = 0, then 


+ This property, which is clearly equivalent to the assumption that any set Ac ® 
which is bounded relative to the norm || ¢ |!,, has compact closure in ®,,_,, appears to 
be more restrictive than the assumption that ® is perfect. The followimg remarks should 
clarify this assertion. 


(1) If pi < pe -< ... is an increasing sequence of positive integers, then the topology 
in a countably normed space @ is unaltered if we replace the family of norms {|| ¢ j!,} by 
the subfamily {|| ¢||,}. This is obvious from the monotonicity || @ ||) < |l@ lle < ... 
and the definition of the topology in @, 


(2) If py << py < ... is as above, and has the property that any set A Cc ® which is 
bounded relative to the norm || ¢ ||,,,, has compact closure in @,, then @ is a perfect 
space. The proof of this is atactically. identical with the proof, on p. 72, that a nuclear 
space is perfect. 


However, this property is entirely subsumed, in the proof in Theorem 8 of the necessity 
of (28), by the nuclearity of ®. As for the proof of sufficiency, it appears to us that setting 
Pim = ~ if U,, does not have compact closure relative to the norm || ¢ ||, [which is just 
what (12) would give anyhow] permits it to be carried through with only a slight modi- 
fication. Indeed, it suffices to observe, first, that p,,. <« implies 7;(¢) < © for all 
€ >> 0, hence that U,, has compact closure in ®,, so that 7,” is completely continuous 
and one can speak about “‘the semiaxes of the ellipsoid U,, in ®,,’’ and second, that by 
the monotonicity of the norms || ||, one has pym < pija1 RK J KR <p <M. 
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f(x) is called a function of minimal order of growth. In this case, for any 
pt > O there exists C such that 


f(x) < C exp (x") 


From the definition of the order of growth it follows that 


In In f(x) 
es lin In x ' 
If @ is a perfect countably Hilbert space, we will denote by p,,, the 
order of growth of the functions 7,,,(e) (considered as functions of 
—). In other words, we will set 


= i (12) 


€>0 In e7l 
Henceforth, we will call the number 


Tq nin Ne 4, U) 


€>0 In e7l 


the metric order of the set A relative to the neighborhood U of zero. Thus 
Prm is the metric order of the ellipsoid U,, relative to the ball U, ,k < m. 

The basic theorem of this section asserts the following: In order that a 
perfect countably Hilbert space @ = 1,_, ©, be nuclear, it is necessary 
and sufficient that 


= l 


j=p+1 P5541 


= 00 (13) 


for any p > 0 (if p;.;,, = 0, then we set 1/p; 4, = ©). 


For the proof of this theorem we need a certain new concept. Let 
Ay, Ay, ... be a sequence of positive numbers converging to zero. We 
call the nhmumi A, of those values » for which the series ,_, a% con- 
verges, the exponent of convergence of the sequence {1/a,}. Thus, if the 
series D,,_, 4, converges, then A < 1; if A < 1, then the series D,_, dy 
converges. 

To compute the exponent of convergence we can use the formula 


A = lim —— (14) 
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where n(e) denotes the number of terms of the sequence {a,} which 
are greater than «.}” 

We return now to the consideration of perfect countably Hilbert 
spaces. Let U,, be the unit ball in the space @,,, the completion of the 
space ® in the norm V(Q9, @),- Considered in the space @®,, where 
k <m, this ball is an ellipsoid. The sequence of lengths a,, ao, ... of 
the semiaxes of this ellipsoid converges to zero, since the ellipsoid U,,, 
compact in ®, in view of the fact that ® is perfect. We denote by 

Na the exponent of convergence of the sequence {l/a,}. For pe 
Nxm Will be called the exponent of convergence of the ellipsoid U,, 
the space ®,.. 

The Palla onne lemma lies at the basis of the proof of the theorem 
formulated above: 


Lemma 2. The exponent of convergence A,,, of the ellipsoid U,, 
in the space ©®, satisfies the inequality 


In In N(e, Uns € Us Ui) 
Ine? 


(15) 


Niwa = Pim = lim ——— 


where p;,,, is the order of growth of the function 7;,,,(€) = N(e, U,,, U;,). 


If D,-) a, < 00 (in particular, if A,,, < 1 ), then we also have the 
inequality 


Pkm < oem: (16) 


Proof. First we prove that 


In n(ee) < In In rym (E) (17) 


where n(ee) denotes the number of terms in the sequence {a,} which 
are not less than ee. Without loss of generality, we may suppose that 
the sequence {a,} is nonincreasing, i.e., that a, > a, >... 

We intersect the ellipsoid U,, with the finite-dimensional subspace 
spanned by the semiaxes 4), ..., @,, 2 == n(ee). The volume of the inter- 
section equals T,, II;_, a;, where T,, is the volume of a unit n-dimensional 
ball. 


Since the volume of an n-dimensional ball of radius « equals T,«”, 


The proof of this assertion is carried out, for example, in the book of B. Ja. Levin, 
“Distribution of Zeroes of Entire Functions,’’ Chapter 1, §4. Moscow, 1956. English 
translation by Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, Rhode Island, 1963. 
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in order to cover the ellipsoid U,,, by translates of the ball «U, we need 
at least Ij ’ (a,/e) such translates. From this it follows that 


rene.) > |. (18) 


Since for 1 <j <n(ee) we have a,/e >e, then from inequality (18) 
it follows that 


ieml€) = ene) 
Therefore 
In In 7gm(€) = In n(ee) (19) 


From this it follows that 


__ aoa Ininz,,(€) — z—Inn(ee) —— Inne) © 
pe ae ne eget 


Thus the relation p,,, = Ajn iS proved. 

We proceed to the proof of inequality (16). Let A,,, <1. Then the 
series pe 1 2; converges. Denote its sum by a. If n > n(e?/4a), then we 
have 


ioe) 

Gj < An+1 > as 42, (20) 
fio 

Now we will prove that 


rent) <T I] avs, 


k=1 


where p denotes the number n(e?/4a). For this we consider the inter- 
section U,, , of the ellipsoid U,,, and the subspace H, in ®,, spanned by 
the semiaxes a, ..., @,. We construct, in the space H,, a cubical lattice 
with mesh «, = </-/p, choosing as coordinate axes the axes of the 
ellipsoid U,,,,. 

In view of the choice of €,, any point of the subspace H, lies within 
a distance not exceeding $e of the nearest point of this lattice. Similarly, 
any point of the ellipsoid U,,, lies at a distance not exceeding 
3 € from one of the lattice points lying in the parallelpiped T,,: 


—te, — a, Sx, < fey + a, Lek. 
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Obviously the number of lattice points in this parallelpiped is not greater 
than 


[12 (2# +1) = joe €) 


k=1 k=1 


and, since a, > a,, is not greater than 
2 = p 
[Eve + 0). 


Let us show that the balls in ®, of radius e with centers at those lattice 
points lying in the parallelpiped T,, cover the ellipsoid U,,. In fact, from 
inequality (20) it follows that each point A of the ellipsoid U,, is at a 
distance not exceeding }¢ from the ellipsoid U,,.,. Thus AB < 4, 
where B is some point of U,,_,,. But as was seen above, there is a lattice 
point C, belonging to the parallelpiped T,,, such that BC < $e. Con- 
sequently, AC < and the point A belongs to the ball of radius « 
with center at the point C. 

Therefore we have constructed p, = [2e-(a, Wp + 1)]” points 
Xy, +++) X, Such that 


Mm 
U. C U (x; + eU;,). 
Therefore 
Den oe. ae 
Tiem(€) = Nfe, ings U,,) < |= (a, Vp =F 1)| . 


Taking into consideration that p = n(e?/4a), we obtain from this the 
inequality 


In In rem(e) < Inn (4 - ~) sini = + In In [2(a, Vn(e/4a) + 1]. (21) 


Since 
2 
lim An 1 (€?/¢ /4a) =) 
«20 Ine 
we have 
—— In In 7rp,(e) In In m(e?/4a) 
Pkm = lim ee < lim incl SDA (22) 


Thus inequality (16) is also proven. 
We need yet the following lemma, relating the numbers p,,,,, p;,;, and 
Pm fork <l<m. 


92 THE KERNEL THEOREM 


Lemma 3. If k </ <™m, then we have the inequality 


Prem ~ Pr | Pim | 


l — l 1 
Proof. Obviously, for any 6 > 0 and « > 0 we have 


N(c,8U,, U,) =N (=, Up Us) « 


ae 
Moreover, 
um€) _ Nf, Uys U,) < NO, Uns U)N(e, éU,, U,); 


Ch. I 


(23) 


(24) 


(25) 


since one can first cover the ellipsoid U,,, with translates of the ball 6U, 


and then cover these translates with translates of the ball «U,,. 


By definition of the numbers p,; and p;,, we have, for any y, > px; 


and y2 > Pim: 
1\% 
N(e, U,, Us) < exp (—}) 
and 


N(€, Uns U,) < exp ( Sig 


rs 
Therefore, in view of inequalities (24) and (25) 


ral) < 000)" +(2)"]. 


0. € 
Setting « = €%1/(1+”) in this inequality, we obtain 


l eas 


Teme) < exp [2 (— 


(26) 


Since y, — pp; and y. — pym can be arbitrarily small, from inequality 


(15) follows the relation 


dim In In Fem(€) < —PriPim 


Pkm = li = . 
" 90 Ine 2 pg + Pim 
Consequently 
l l l 
2 rehi- ’ 
Pkm Pri Pmi 


which proves the lemma. 
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From Lemma 3 it follows that for any k and m 


m1 


>a 


whereby if one of p;.5,,, 8 <j <m— |, equals zero, then pz, = 0. 
We now prove the theorem stated above, giving a necessary and 
sufficient condition for the nuclearity of a space. 


(27) 


Prin Poy 41 


Theorem 8. In order that a countably Hilbert perfect space ® be 
nuclear, it is necessary and sufficient that 


= 


jeeps. P5.541 


= 00 (28) 


hold for any p (where |/p;,;,, = 00 If p;,;,, = 0). 


Proof. First we prove the necessity of condition (28). Let 6 = Ns 
@,, bea nuclear space. Then without loss of generality we may assume that 
every mapping T}*? of the space ®,,, into ®, is nuclear. In other words, 
it can be assumed that each unit ball U;,, is, relative to the norm || 9 ||;, 
an ellipsoid such that the sum of the lengths of its semiaxes converges. 
Thus, if ® is nuclear, then for any 7 the exponent of convergence As, pat 
of the ellipsoid U;,, in ®; does not exceed unity; Be jr. <1. In view 
of inequality (16), it follows from this that p;.;,, <2 for every j. But 
then for any p we have 


This proves the necessity of the condition of the theorem. 

Now we prove that the condition is sufficient for the et of @, 
We choose any index k. By hypothesis the series Ljan (1/p 5.3 ~ 
diverges. Therfore there is an m such that D5; a) > 1. 
inequality (27) it follows from this that 1/p,,, > 1. But as was eet in 
Lemma 2, Agm < Pr and therefore A, < 1. 

Thus, for any k there is an m such that 4,,, < 1, and, consequently, 
the series D5, a;, consisting of the lengths of the semiaxes of the ellipsoid 
U,, in the space ®,, converges. Therefore the mapping Tj" of the space 
®,, into ®, is nuclear. Since k was arbitrary, this shows that @ is nuclear, 
which completes the proof. 

As was already mentioned, the same topology in ® may be defined 
by different collections of scalar products. We now give a necessary 
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and sufficient condition for the nuclearity of a space ®, in whose statement 
the scalar products (¢, #), do not appear. 
We will consider the order of growth of the function 


N(e, A, U), 


where A is a compact set 18 and U is a neighborhood of zero in the space 
®. In the case where @ is n-dimensional, the function N(e, A, U) 
grows as (1/e)”, i.e., there is a constant C such that 


Me, A,U)<C (—Y’ 


For a Hilbert space (or for Banach spaces) the function N(e, A, U) 
can grow arbitrarily fast. This means that for any increasing function 
f(x) one can construct a compact set A in a Hilbert space such that 


Nt, A, U) > t(+) 


We will see now that for nuclear spaces ®, N(e, A, U) isa function of 
minimal order of growth. In other words, if A is a compact set in a 
nuclear space and U is any neighborhood of zero in ®, then for every 
a« > 0 there exists C such that 


N(e, A, U) < Cexpe*. (29) 


The minimality of the order of growth of N(e, A, U) is not only 
necessary, but also sufficient for the nuclearity of the space ®. This 
assertion can be stated as the following theorem. 


Theorem 9. Let © = N;_, ©, beacountably Hilbert perfect space. 
In order that ® be nuclear, it is necessary and sufficient that for any 
compact set A in @ and any neighborhood U of zero the condition 


Im nin Ne 4, U) _ 


e0 In e7} 


(30) 
be fulfilled. 


Proof. We show the necessity of (30). In fact, let us assume that there 


18 As is often done in analysis, we call a set with compact closure compact. 
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exists in the nuclear space ® a compact set A and a ball U,,!° such that 


bn OC, (31) 
€0 In ew 
Since the set A is compact, for any m > Rk there is 5,, such that A lies 


in the ball 4,,U,,. But then from inequality (31) it follows that 
Fez Inn N(6 by Uy Ue) 


1m —-————_—- 
€ 20 In e- 1 


2CU>o0 
for any m > k, and therefore p,, => C > 0. 

Therefore, if inequality (31) holds for some compact set A and some 
ball U,, then for every m >k we have p,,, = C >0. But then, by 
inequality (27) 


for every m >k, and therefore the series Y;., (1/p;,;,1) converges, 
which in view of Theorem 8 contradicts the nuclearity of the space ®. 
This proves the necessity of condition (30). 

Now we prove that this condition is sufficient. For this, it suffices to 
show the following: If condition (30) holds for all compact sets A and 
all neighborhoods U of zero, then for any k there is an m such that 
Nig be 

We carry out the proof by contradiction. Let us assume that there 
exists a k such that for every m >k the inequality A,,, > 1 holds. 
Then in view of relation (15), p,,, = | also. Written out in detail, this 
inequality has the form 
fing Inn Ne Uw Us) 


€ 30 In € ‘eD (32) 

Formally, this does not contradict (30), since the ellipsoid U,,, which 

is compact in the space @,, is not in general a compact set in the space ®. 

However we will now show that if inequality (32) is fulfilled for every 
m > k, then there exists a compact set F in @ such that 


-~In In N(e,F, Ux) S 


lin = 


€ a In el 


> (33) 


But this now contradicts Eq. (30). 


18 We can assume, without loss of generality, that U; is a unit ball, since the metric 
order is not changed by replacing the sets A and U by sets which are similar to them. 
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The set F is constructed in the following manner. We consider, in the 
space ®, the sets A,, defined by the inequalities (p, p)m < 1/m?. The 
closures of these sets in the spaces ®,, k < m, are compact sets? in ®,. 
These closures are simply the ellipsoids m— U,, in the spaces ®,. 

We assumed that inequality (32) holds for m > k. But then, obviously, 
the inequality 

In In N(e my Us) 

lim a os ame = (34) 

holds (the value of the metric order is not changed by replacing sets 

with sets which are similar to them). Inequality (34) says that for any 
m > k there is a sequence of numbers ¢,,,, € 2, --. such that 


l 


Emn 


In N (<n + Uns U,) > 


We choose a sequence of integers n,, m,,,, ... such that lim,, ,. 
Emn,, = 9 and denote «,,, by 6,,- Then we have 


l l 
In N (Bas — 2 U,) > > 5 (35) 
Now in each of the sets A,, we choose the largest subset F,,, = = {xp suey 


X,} such that || x, — x; ||, > "25 for z # J. This subset is finite: in view 
of the compactness of the closure A,, in ®,. In view of the maximality 
of the set F,, the balls x, + 8,,U;, ...) %_, + 5,U; cover the set 4,, 


=m" U,, tes 
l n 
= Um © (8 + 8m Ue): 


Therefore N(6,,, m™ U,,, Uy) <n 

Since we have || x; — x; ||, => $6,, for distinct x, and x; of the set F,,, 
then in order to cover F,, we need at least n balls of radius 46,,. Con- 
sequently, n < N(46,,, F,,, U;,). From the inequalities which have been 
obtained, it follows that 


inv (“ ee U,) > >Inn> InN (3p) Uns U;| > E 
Therefore 
1 n(e Fe. U;) > = (36) 


t Cf. the footnote on p. 87. Here, however, this compactness appears to be essential 
to the argument. 
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Let us denote by F the union of all the F,, and the point » = 0: 


F=0u ald, Fo 


We prove that F is a compact set. For this it suffices to show that any 
neighborhood U of zero contains all but a finite number of the points 
of F. Let the neighborhood U of zero be defined by || @ ||m <p. We choose 
1so that ] > mand p > [-'. Then it is obvious that /-1U,C U. Therefore 
for p > 1 we have 

FC Ay C5 Upc; UCU. 
Thus only a finite number of points of F, namely those belonging to 
F,, ..., F,, can lie outside the neighborhood U. 
From inequality (36) it follows that 


im inn N(48mF, Ux) 


ae Ins a 
and therefore 
——InIn N(e, F, U;) 
3 Inet 7) 


Thus we have constructed a compact set F for which inequality (33) 
holds. But the existence of such a set contradicts the hypothesis of the 
theorem. Therefore the assumption that p,,, > 1 for every m > k is 
false. Consequently, there is an m > k such that p,,, < 1. But then the 
mapping T;" is nuclear. In other words, for any k there is an m such that 
the mapping T;” is nuclear, and therefore @ is a nuclear space. 

We note a corollary of the assertions which we have proven. 


Corollary. If, for any compact set A in a countably Hilbert perfect 
space ® and any ball U,, the inequality 
—— Inln Me, A, U,) 


lim 
«0 In e7! 


ac (37) 


is satisfied, where C does not depend upon A and &, then the space ® 
is nuclear. 

In fact, using (37) we can construct, for any k, a sequence k = k, 
< ky <... such that p, 4, < 2C. Then for » > 2C + | we have 


n-1 
> 1 


— 
Pkiky j= Phykjyy 


and therefore p,,,, < 1. But from this follows the nuclearity of &. 
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3.8. The Functional Dimension of Linear Topological Spaces 


Let @ bea linear topological space. We call the number df @, defined by 


In In N(e, V, U) 
In In e7 


(38) 


/ df= sup inf lim 


where U and V range over the neighborhoods of zero of ®, the functional 
dimension of the space ®. The basis for this terminology lies in the fact 
that for many linear topological spaces consisting of entire analytic 
functions, df ® coincides with the number of variables on which the 
functions depend. 

In this section we consider countably Hilbert spaces having finite 
functional dimension. For a countably Hilbert space © = M,-1 ®, 
formula (38) can be rewritten in the following form: 


= In In rem) 
df @ — sup inf lim a oO dnine! ’ (39) 
where rgn(e) = N(e, Un, U;,). In other words, df ® = sup, o,, where 
o, = inf,, Syn, and 

—— In In rgm(e) 


ee = ek a es 0) 


From this formula and Theorem 8 (Section 3.7) it follows that every 
countably Hilbert space with finite functional dimension 1s nuclear. 
It can be shown that for countably Hilbert spaces the formula 


In In N(c, A, U) 


df é = sup lim ine 


(41) 
is valid, where U ranges over all neighborhoods of zero in ®, and A 
ranges over all compact setsin ®. The proof of this assertion is analogous 
to the proof of Theorem 9 (Section 3.7) and we will not detain ourselves 
over it. 

In this section we will introduce another formula for df ®, giving it 
in terms of the lengths of the semiaxes of the ellipsoids U,,, in the spaces 
@,. For this we need the following definition. Let a), a, ... be a sequence 
of positive numbers tending to zero. We call the exponent of convergence 
of the sequence In (1/a@,), In (1/az,), ... the convergence type of the sequence 
{a,}. In other words, the convergence type 7 is equal to the infimum of 
those numbers pu foi which the series Y,_, In -“ (1/a,) converges. Ob- 
viously, for the finiteness of the convergence type of the sequence q,, 
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Gy, ... it is necessary that the exponent of convergence of the sequence 
(1/a,), (1/@,), ... be equal to zero. 
If n(e) is the number of terms of the sequence 4), @, ... which exceed 


e, then one has 
—— In ne) 
= US Tet 


(42) 


In fact, applying formula (14) of Section 3.7 to the sequence In 
(l/a,), In (l/ag),..., we see that the exponent of convergence A of 


{In (1/a,)} has the form 


where m(8) is the number of terms of {/n (1/a,)} greater than 6. But 
obviously m(d) = n(e~!/*). Therefore 


_ ao In n(e7*/) 
7 30 Inds 


Replacing e-!/° by e, we arrive at formula (42). 

We now consider a countably Hilbert space ® and denote by 7;,, 
the convergence type of the sequence 4), a, ... consisting of the lengths 
of the semiaxes of the ellipsoid U,,, in the space ®,. Thus 


nee Te In we) (43) 


«90 In ln e7} : 


where n(c) is the number of semiaxes of the ellipsoid U,, in the space 
@,, whose lengths exceed «. 
We now prove the following theorem. 


Theorem 10. For a countably Hilbert space ® one has the formula 
df= 7, +4 1, (44) 


where Ty) = SUP; Th Te = If m Tem: 


Proof. We show first that sup, 7, + 1 <df@. Let us choose an 
arbitrary k. Since o, = inf,, 4m, then for any a > 0 there is an m 
such that o,,, < df @ + a. We denote by a, ag, ... the lengths of the 
semiaxes of the ellipsoid U,, in the space ®,. Fix « > 0. Comparing the 
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volume of an ellipsoid spanned by the axes a, ...,4@,.yz) with the 
volume of an n(+/e)-dimensional ball of radius «, we ‘obtain 


a; 


IT (=£) <remle) = N(e Uns Us) 


€ 


[see the derivation of formula (17), Section 3.7]. 


Since for 1 <j <n(Ve) we have a, > Ve, it follows from this in- 
equality that 


CE wea 


€ 


and therefore 
In 4 + Inn(vVe) + InIn ; < In In r;,(e). 


From this follows the inequality 


— Inn(ve «) In In rem) 
0 In ine Ss lim InInes!)  7#" 
Since 
mn In(1/Ve) _ 
a In In e71 
we find that 
Tem + 1 = Tim ve 48 fe es SEO ew: 


From this it follows that 7, + 1 = inf,,7,, + 1<df@®+ a. But 
then sup, 7, + 1 <df@®-4+= «a. In view of the arbitrariness of « > 0 
we see that sup, 7, + 1 < df ®. 

Therefore the inequality sup,7, + 1<df@®is proven. Now we 
prove the reverse inequality. Suppose that sup, 7; 1s finite. Then for any 
k there is an m such that 7,,, is finite, and therefore the exponent of 
convergence of the sequence 1/a,, 1 /az, ... 1S zero (aS before, we denote 
by @,, 4, ... the lengths of the semiaxes of the ellipsoid U,, in ®,). 
Therefore the series Ej 1 4; converges. Without loss of generality we 
may suppose that the series Lj , 4; converges for any k and m, we denote 
its sum by a. In Section 3.7 it was shown that 


In In rem(e) < Inn (< <) + 1nin+ +tnin f2 (aa/n() +1) 
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[cf. inequality (21)]. From this inequality it follows that 


<— Inlnr,,,(e) 


Fem «90 InIne7! 
Pat im —— In n(e2/4a) + In In[2(a, Vn(e?/4a) + Ly] (45) 


In In e7! 


Let & be arbitrary. Since tr, = sup, 7, and 7, = inf,, t,,, then for any 
a > 0 there is an m such that 


—— Inne) 
Tkm = lim inet <T) + a. 
But then 
a 2 
iim In n(e?/4a) gsc ds 


o0. In In e7} 


Therefore it follows from inequality (45) that o,,, < 1 +7) + a. Since 
« is arbitrary we find that o, = inf,, ¢4m <7) + 1. But then df ® = 
sup; 0, <7, + 1. Thus we have proven that df ® <7, + 1. Since 
we proved earlier that df ® > 7, + 1, then df @ = 7, + 1, which proves 
the theorem. 

We now present examples of nuclear spaces having finite functional 
dimension. 

Let 3 be the space of all entire analytic functions of s variables. We 
introduce a topology in 3 by means of the countable family of scalar 
products 


(2 Bn = { (21, +5 2 WAR, +43, soy Bg) dx, .. . dx, dy, se dy s, 


n 


where 2, = x, + 1y,, and 2, is the region defined by the inequalities 


(<lslem Teka: 


The space 3 is a space of finite functional dimension. In order to prove 
this assertion, we consider the space 3,, obtained by completing 3 relative 


to the norm || 7 ||, = V(¢, @)n: The monomials 


BPr ... BPs, 0<p, <>», l<k <s, 


belong to each of the spaces 3,,. It is obvious that if the collections p,, 
w+) Pg and g,, ..., g, do not coincide, then the functions 24}, ..., 28" and 
af, ..., 84 are orthogonal relative to each of the scalar products (9, %),. 
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The norm of the monomial 2}, ..., z%* relative to the scalar product 
(y) %)n equals 


Nr beet Pets A/ Pit FP 


V(p, + 1). (Ps + 2) 


aaage 


of the semiaxes of the ellipsoid U,, in ®, are given by 


Pyrray Py 


Ro \ Prtes +P gts 
giksm)  — (—-) 
m 


It is not difficult to see that the exponent of convergence of the set of 
numbers aj” |, is equal to zero for any k and m, and the convergence 
type 7,,, of this set equals s. Therefore ry, = sup, inf,, Tym = s. But 
then, by Theorem 10 we have df ® = s + 1. 

Another space of finite functional dimension is the space U of all 
entire analytic functions ¢(2;, ..., 2;), periodic in each variable with period 
27. Scalar products are defined in this space by 


(9, b)n a | P(21, ees Z)P(Z, - “9 ® wens AR dx, dy, ac dy 5, 


n 


where P,, denotes the region0 < x, <27, —n<y,<n,l<k<s. 
The functions 


exp [2(p1%1 + --» + Ps%s)], 


where p,, .... p, are any integers, are orthogonal relative to each of the 
scalar products (¢, #s),,. Proceeding in the same way as above, we conclude 
that df uu —=s4 |. 

It would be very interesting to consider, in the general case, the relation 
between the functional dimension of a space consisting of functions, 
and the number of variables on which these functions depend. Let 
us mention the following result. Let the countably Hilbert space © be 
the topologized tensor product®® of countably Hilbert spaces @'!) 
and @'?), having finite functional dimension. Then the functional dimen- 
sion of @ is finite, and 


dé = df G0 4 dé oe, 


20 Concerning questions related to tensor products of linear topological spaces, see 
Grothendieck [reference (22)}. 
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4. Rigged Hilbert Spaces. 
Spectral Analysis of Self-Adjoint and Unitary Operators 


4.1. Generalized Eigenvectors 


One of the basic results of linear algebra is the theorem on the existence 
of a complete system of eigenvectors for any self-adjoint linear operator 
A in an n-dimensional Euclidean space R,,. This theorem states that if 
A is a self-adjoint operator in an n-dimensional Euclidean space R,, 
then an orthonormal basis e,, ..., e,, in R, can be found, each vector of 
which is an eigenvector of the operator A: Ae, = ,€,, Where A, iS a 
real number. Expanding any vector f of the space R, by means of the 
vectors €,, ..., @,if = ae; +... + @,e,, & = (fy e), we can write the 
operator A in the following form: 


Af =D Md fender (1) 
k=l 


An analoguous statement is valid also for unitary operators, with the 
only difference that the 4, are not necessarily real, but rather complex, 
numbers whose moduli equal unity. 

The situation becomes complicated upon passing from the finite to the 
infinite-dimensional case. For example, in Hilbert spaces there exist 
unitary operators (i.e., operators U such that || Uf|| = || f|| = || UF] 
for any vector f of 7), which do not have any eigenvectors different from 
Zero. 

The so-called abstract theorem on the spectral decomposition (see the 
appendix to this section) gives only a certain substitute for the expansion 


by means of eigenvectors. For any « > 0 and certain A, |A| = 1, it 
permits one to find a vector f;,, || f, || = 1, such that 
| Uf, >- Mf | < €. 


An example of such an operator is the operator of translation U, in 
the Hilbert space L? of functions on the line, having square integrable 
moduli. As a matter of fact, let us suppose that the function f(x) in 
L? is such that 


U, f(x) = f(x — h) = af(z). (2) 


Since the Fourier transform of the function f(x — A) is e'”" F(A), where 
F(X) = f f(x) e’** dx is the Fourier transform of f(x), then it follows 
from (2) that 


e'42F(X) = aF (a). 
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But this can hold only in the case where the function F(A) equals zero 
at every point for which e**” + a, i.e., it differs from zero only at a 
countable set of points. Since F(A) has square integrable modulus, we 
find that f(x) = 0. Thus the operator U, does not have eigenvectors in 
the space L?. Nevertheless, it is easy to find functions not belonging to 
the space L* which are eigenvectors of the translation operator. For 
example, U,e~?* = ette-t* ie., e-M* is an eigenfunction of the 
operator U,, corresponding to the eigenvalue e**”. Now, as is well known, 


any function f(x) from L? can be expanded in terms of the functions 
ere 


f(x) = > | F(A)e-** dA, 


where 
F(\) = { f(x)et” dx, 
and the action of the translation operator is given by the equation 


U, f(x) = i cMF(\)et4* dy 


= .- [em [[ eer ae] om ar, 


analogous to (1). The system of eigenfunctions e-” is complete in the 
sense that for any function f(x) € L?, the Plancherel equality 


[ LfGoP de = 5 [ Fayed (3) 


holds. Thus we see that although the operator U, does not have eigen- 
functions lying in L?, it has a complete system of eigenfunctions lying 
outside this space. An analogous situation arises also for other operators 
[for example, for the operator of multiplication by a function, whose 
“eigenfunctions” are the functions of the form 6(x — h)]. To interpret 
these eigenfunctions, drawing only upon concepts connected with the 
Hilbert space L? itself, turns out to be impossible. We shall show, 
however, that such an interpretation becomes possible, if together with 
the Hilbert space L? one considers a certain extension ®' of it. 

As a rule, Hilbert spaces arise in analysis upon considering a linear 
space ®, in which is given a positive-definite Hermitean bilinear function- 
al (p, #). Taking (¢, #) as a scalar product in ® and completing ® with 
respect to it, one obtains a corresponding Hilbert space H. Following 
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this one usually forgets about the space ® and studies only the space H. 
However, it is just the simultaneous consideration of the space @ and its 
completion H which enables one to interpret the “eigenfunctions” 
lying outside of the Hilbert space /. 

For example, the functions e~** may be considered as linear functionals 
on the linear space S of infinitely differentiable functions, rapidly de- 
creasing on the real axis together with their derivatives of any order. 
The space L? is obtained from S by completion relative to the scalar 
product 


(ps #) = | ole) de. 


Thus, the eigenvectors of the operator U,,, which do not belong to the 
space L?, turn out to be none other than linear functionals on the linear 
space S, embedded in L?. In exactly the same way we can interpret an 
eigenfunction 6(x — h) of the operator of multiplication by a function 
as a linear functional on S. 

We now introduce the following definition. 

Let A be a linear operator in a linear topological space ®. A linear 
functional F on ®, such that 


F(Ag) = AF(¢) (4) 


for every element of 9, is called a generalized eigenvector of the operator 
A, corresponding to the eigenvalue X.! 

We can now Say that the functions e~’* are generalized eigenvectors 
for the translation operator considered in the space S. The Fourier 
transform F(A) of the function g(x) is none other than the value of the 
functional (e~*”, »(x)) for the function g(x). The Plancherel equality 
(3) shows that the set of generalized eigenfunctions e-’” is complete, 
i.e., that F(A) = 0 implies g(x) = 0. 

In Section 4.5 we prove the existence of a complete system of general- 
ized eigenvectors for any unitary and any self-adjoint operators, defined in 
nuclear spaces. For this we make use of the concept of a rigged Hilbert 
space,” which arises in the consideration of a nuclear space ® in which 
is defined a scalar product (9, #). 


1 We denote here the value of the functional F for the element ¢ by F(¢), and not by 
(F, ~), in order to avoid the possibility of confusion with the scalar product. 

2 The concept of a rigged Hilbert space proves to be useful not only tn the study of 
the spectral theory of linear operations, but also in a number of other topics of functional 
analysis (for example, in the theory of quasi-invariant measures; cf. Chapter IV). We 
believe that this concept is no less (if indeed not more) important than that of a Hilbert 
space, 
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Suppose that in a countably Hilbert nuclear space ®, defined by the 
scalar products (9, #),, there is defined still another scalar product, i.e., 
a positive-definite nondegenerate Hermitean functional (y, %), continuous 
in each variable y and %. Thus, with each pair of elements 9, ¢ € @ there 
is associated a complex number (gy, #%) such that 


(1) (gi + Pa #) = (Pr #) + (Pa ¥), 

(2) (ap, #) = a(, #), 

(3) (w 4) =»), 

(4) (py, py) > 0, and (¢, g) = 0 only when ¢ = 0, 

(5) if lim, 0 , = , then lim, (Pn 4) = (y ¥). 

From conditions (3) and (5) it follows that lim, .o(¢%, pn) = (#; @). 
Since © is countably Hilbert, it follows from condition (5) that (9, #) 


is continuous relative to some norm || ¢ ||, = V/(¢, @), in ®, i.e., numb- 
ers M and m can be found such that 


We now construct a Hilbert space H, completing the space @ relative 
to the norm || ¢|| = V/(¢, v). The elements of ® form an everywhere 
dense set in H, by which is therefore defined a continuous? linear 
operator T, mapping ® into H. We will in the sequel frequently identify 
the space ® with the corresponding subset of the Hilbert space HZ. 

Together with the spaces ® and H we will consider the adjoint space 
®' of ©. The adjoint T’ of T is an operator mapping H’, the adjoint space 
of H, into ®' and defined by the equation 


(TRY) = h'(T?) 


for any elements h' ce H’ and » &@. Since every linear functional h' 
on the Hilbert space H can be written in the form 


h'(h) = (h, hy), 
where h, is some element of H, then JT’ can be considered as a mapping 


t The Russian word here translated as “rigged’’ can be (and often is) translated as 
“equipped.” 

3'The continuity of T follows from the continuity of the scalar product relative to 
the topology of &. 
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of H into ©’. It should be kept in mind, however, that the mapping 
h' —> h, is antilinear, since if h’ > h,, h'’ > hy, then 


(ah’ + Bh'’)(h) = oh'(h) + Bh''(h) = (h, ah, + Bh) 


and therefore ah’ + Bh'' > ah, + Bh. Therefore, if T’ is considered 
as a mapping of H/ into ®’, then T” is an antilinear operator, and T’T, 
mapping @ into ©’, is also antilinear. If one considers only real spaces, 
then both 7’ and 7’ T are linear. 

We call a triple of spaces , H, ©’, having the properties stated above 
(i.e., a nuclear countably Hilbert space ® in which is defined a non- 
degenerate scalar product (g, %), the completion H of ® by this scalar 
product, and the space ®’ adjoint to ®) a rigged Hilbert space. We showed 
that for a rigged Hilbert space there exists a continuous linear operator T 
which maps ® one-to-one onto an everywhere dense subset in H, and 
its (antilinear) adjoint JT’ maps H one-to-one onto an everywhere dense 
subset in ©’. Therefore we will denote a rigged Hilbert space by 
@cHcC®’, 

Let us note that T is continuous relative to one of the norms || ¢ ||, 
defining the topology in ®. As a matter of fact, in view of inequality (5) 
we have 


I Tell = Vee) < VMI |\m- 


Therefore T can be extended onto the entire space ®,, n > m, obtained 
by completing @ in the norm || © ||, = V/(g, ¢),. We denote the corre- 
sponding operator by 7,,. From Theorem 5 of Section 3 it follows that 
there is a value m for which T,, mapping the Hilbert space ®, into H, 
is a nuclear operator. The operator 77, mapping AH into @’, is also nuclear. 

We remark that in a number of cases it suffices to consider, instead 
of a rigged Hilbert space ®C HC @’, the triple GC HC G’ of Hilbert 
spaces connected with the nuclear mappings T and T’. However, only for 
rigged Hilbert spaces does any continuous scalar product (¢, ys) lead to 
such a triple of spaces. 

We now indicate the form of the operator T. For this we apply to the 
operator 7,, the description of nuclear operators given in Section 2.3. 
We obtain thereby the following result. There exist orthonormal bases 
{h,} and {p,} in H and ®, such that for every element ¢ € ®, one has 


Tip = » NAP: Pues (6) 
=| 


where A,. > 0 and the series , A, converges. 
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In order to pass from T,, to T, we note that T,g = Tg if » belongs 
to ®, and therefore for elements y € ® formula (6) takes the form 


Te = » ALP, a 


ke] 


For fixed k the expression (¢, y,)n is a linear functional on ®,. We 
denote this functional by F,.: F,(~) = (9, ¢x)y- Since the correspondence 
F <> %, established by the formula F(y) = (¢, #),, between the elements 
of ®, and certain linear functionals on ©®,, is isometric, the functionals 
F,, form an orthonormal basis in ®,. We have thus proved the following 
result. 

Let BC HC ©" be a rigged Hilbert space, and let T be the natural 
imbedding operator of ® into H. Then there is an n, and also orthonormal 
bases {h,} and {F,} in H and ®,, such that for every element p € ® one 
has 


tes > Fy (7) 


where r, > 0 and the series Yp-1 Xx converges. 
We remark that one can associate with a rigged Hilbert space a two- 
sided infinite decreasing chain of Hilbert spaces 


Og Di cD Od g O Fc. (8) 


such that for any k, —co < k < 00, there exists a nuclear mapping T%*! 
of the space ®,,, onto an everywhere dense subset of ®,. 

In order to construct such a chain, we take into account the fact that 
a nuclear space @ is the intersection of a decreasing chain of Hilbert 
spaces: B = f;._, ®,, 


®,2G,2...2G,>..., (9) 
and for every & the natural mapping Tj," is nuclear.t Now the space 
@’ is the union of an increasing chain of Hilbert spaces: 6’ = U,_, ®_,, 

® 1 CO5C..CO,C.., (10) 


where @_, denotes the space ®, adjoint to ®,. We denote by T%"', for 
k < —1, the operator adjoint to T={_,. This operator is also nuclear. 
In order to connect the chains (9) and (10), we note the following. We saw 


t See remark (1) in the footnote on p. 87. 
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above that there is a value n for which the operator T,,, mapping ®, into 
H, is nuclear. Then the mapping T_, of H into ®_, is nuclear (this 
mapping, as was shown above, is antilinear). Without loss of generality 
we may suppose that n = 1. We now denote H by ®,, and the mappings 
T, and T_, by Tj} and T°,, respectively. We thereby obtain the desired 
sequence of spaces (8). 

Chains of this sort appear in the consideration of symmetric positive- 
definite differential operators. Let A be such an operator. We associate 
with this operator a family of scalar products in the space K of infinitely 
differentiable functions with bounded supports 


(—, Yn = > | A*p@@) dx, 2 = 0,1... (11) 


Obviously one has the inequality (9, ¢)n,1 > (¢, ¢), for any g EK. 
Therefore, completing K relative to these scalar products, we obtain a 
decreasing chain of Hilbert spaces 


PIO GOOD s. 


Let us denote the intersection of these spaces by ®. Obviously the 
operator A carries @ into itself. As a matter of fact, in view of the sym- 
metry of A we have 


(Ap, Aan =D | A p(syAgs) de = S| AM (9)HT) ds < (Pave 


Consequently A maps the Hilbert space ®,,, into ®, in a continuous 
manner, and therefore carries the space @ into itself. 

Now we consider the spaces ®_,, adjoint to the ®,. These spaces form 
an increasing chain 


OC OC 2 COu Cw. 


We identified the space ®_, with ®), associating with a function ¢(x) € DB, 
the functional F, such that 


Fy(g) = | plex) de. 
Thus we have obtained a chain of spaces of the form 


Do a Dig ae Oh Dia OO Pano OD, 
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For any two elements and % of the space ® = N;,. ®, there is thus 
defined, together with the scalar products (9, ¢),, 2 > 0, also the scalar 
products (p, s)_,, ” = 0, which appear if m and % are considered as 
elements of the space ®_,. The scalar products of the form (¢, 4)_, prove 
to be useful in certain questions in the theory of partial differential 
equations. 


4.3. The Realization of a Hilbert Space as a Space of Functions, 
and Rigged Hilbert Spaces 


As is well known, a Hilbert space admits various realizations as a 
space of functions. These realizations are constructed in the following 
way. We choose a positive measure o on some set X (for example, on the 
real line) and denote by L? the space of all functions y(x) for which the 
integral 


[| pa)P dal) 
Xx 
converges. Introducing in the space L? a scalar product by the formula‘ 


(pv) = | eee) dole), (12) 


we obtain a Hilbert space. Precisely speaking, the elements of L? are not 
separate functions ¢(x), but rather classes of functions which differ from 
each other only on a set of o-measure zero. 

A drawback of this realization is the circumstance that, associating 
with the functions g(x) of L? their value at some point x, generally 
speaking we do not obtain a continuous linear functional (the exceptions 
to this are those points whose individual measure is nonzero). Moreover, 
since the functions g(x) € L? are only defined up to a set of o-measure 
zero, we lose the possibility of speaking of their values at a fixed point 
xX). However, in many questions, in particular in questions connected 
with the spectral decomposition of self-adjoint operators, it is desirable 
to consider the value of a function at a point as a linear functional. 
Just as in many similar cases, this turns out to be possible if we pass from 
the consideration of a Hilbert space to the consideration of a rigged 
Hilbert space. 

Let 6C HC @' be a rigged Hilbert space. We consider a realization 


4 Henceforth in integrating over the set X we wil] omit any indication of the region 
of integration, 


4.3 Rigged Hilbert Spaces 111 


h —» h(x) of the space Has a space of functions with scalar product of the 
form (12). Then to each element » of the nuclear space ® there corre- 
sponds a function g(x), associated by this realization with the element 
Tp of H (we denote by T the natural imbedding of ® into its completion 
H). Thus we obtain a realization g — g(x) of the space ®, induced by the 
realization h —> h(x) of the space H. In this section the following theorem 
concerning such a realization will be proved. 


Theorem 1. Let @C HC @' bea rigged Hilbert space and g — ¢(x) 
be the realization of ©, as a space of functions, induced by the realization 
of the Hilbert space H as a space L?. Then to each value x one can associate 
a linear functional F, on the space ® such that for any function g(x) €® 
the equation 


P(X) = F;,(¢) (13) 


holds for almost every x, (relative to the measure a). 
For the proof of this theorem we begin with the following lemma on 
orthogonal series. 


Lemma 1. Suppose that the functions {h,(x)} form an orthonormal 
system relative to a positive measure ga. - hen for any sequence of positive 
numbers A,, such that the series ©,_, A, converges, the series 


Al aa) (14) 


converges almost everywhere (relative to ¢). 


Proof. We apply the following well-known criterion for the conver- 
gence almost everywhere of aseries of nonnegative functions. 

If the series Sy4 f g)(x) do(x) converges, where g(x) > 0 and ois a 
positive measure, then the series X, , £,(x) converges almost everywhere 
relative to oa. 

In view of the Cauchy-Bunyakovski inequality we have 


(> Xx| hls) < > Ar > A, h,{x)|2. 


Since by hypothesis the series L, , A, converges, it suffices for us to show 
the convergence almost everywhere of the series 


> ERO (15) 
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Let us consider the integral 
{ [Sp ral Ae] dot). (16) 
kel 


Since the functions h,(x) are normalized, this integral equals pa Fe 
As the series Dy_, A, converges, by hypothesis, the integral (16) has a 
finite value, and therefore the series (15) converges for almost every x 
(relative to a). From this, as we saw, also follows the convergence almost 
everywhere of the series (14), which proves the lemma. 

We now turn to the proof of Theorem |. Thus, we are given that 
g —> g(x) is a realization of the nuclear space ®, arising from the realiza- 
tion of H as L?. We have to construct functionals F, on ® such that 
F.(¢) = (x) for every g € ®. We define these functionals in the following 
way. Let us consider 7, the natural imbedding operator of ® into H. 
We saw in Section 4.2 that T can be written in the form 


Tp = > F(Dhe (17) 
k=0 


a Fi} is an orthonormal basis in one of the spaces ©&;, adjoint . 

~» {A} is an orthonormal basis in H, , > 0, and the series D1 A; 
ae Since by the hypothesis of the theorem H is realized as a 
space of functions, then to each element h, there corresponds a function 
h,({x).° Let us consider the series 


fo. 8} 


= She) Fs (18) 


and prove that it converges for almost every x (relative to cg) in the norm 
of the space ®,. To do this we apply Lemma | to the series Dy: Ay 
| 4j,(x) |. Since , A; converges, and the € h,(x) are orthonormal elative 
to o,® then by this lemma the series pe, h,(x) | converges almost 
everywhere (relative to co). 

Now we take into account the fact that the functionals {F,,} form an 
orthonormal basis in ®,, and therefore || F,, ||_, = 1 (|| F'||_, is the norm 


5 Actually, an element of L2, which is a class of functions. We assume that A,(x) is 
some arbitrary but fixed element of this class, and therefore /,(x) is meaningful for every 
value of x. 

® These functions correspond, under the realization of H, to the elements h, of the 
orthonormal] basis in H. 
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of a functional F € &’,). Consequently, the series D,-, A, | A,(x) | can 
be rewritten in the form 


D, Nel Be(2)1 | Fe lLen- (19) 
k=1 


Thus the series (19) having positive terms converges for almost every 
x. Since 
| Apt) Fe lIen = Are| Me(%)] || Fe ll_ns 


the series of functionals (18) converges in the norm of ®), for almost 
every x. 

Thus the convergence of the series of functionals (17) relative to the 
topology of ®, for almost every x is proven. We take for the functional 
F,, the sum of the series (18) (at those points for which it converges), 
setting, for example, F, = 0 at the remaining points. 

It remains for us to show that if g(x) is any function in ®, then for 
almost every x (relative to c) the equality F,(~) = ¢(x) holds. But from 
(18) it follows that for almost every x we have 


F,@) = > ahs()Fly). (20) 


k=1 


On the other hand, from (17) it follows that 
Ax) = Te =F) AF pial), (21) 
k=1 


where g(x) and h,(x) are considered as functions in L?. From this it 
follows that the series (21) is the expansion of g(x) in terms of the or- 
thonormal system of functions {h,(x)}. Since g(x) has square integrable 
modulus, the series converges to it in the mean. But if a series converges 
almost everywhere to the function F,(g) and converges in the mean to 
the function g(x), then F,(p) = ¢(«) for almost every x, which proves 
the theorem. 

We remark now that each function (x) is defined only up to a set of 
o-measure zero. Therefore we can change the value of each of these 
functions on a set of o-measure zero (different for different functions) 
without changing the realization of the space. Henceforth we will always 
have in mind a realization of H for which g(x) = F,(y) for every x and 
every element ge ®. 

It is useful to note that every functional F, in Theorem | belongs to 
the same space ®;,. We also note that the condition of nuclearity of the 
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space ® can be weakened. The theorem remains valid for any pair 
®C H consisting of a locally convex linear topological space ® and a 
Hilbert space H, if there exists a nuclear mapping T of © into H.? 


4.4. Direct Integrals of Hilbert Spaces, and Rigged Hilbert Spaces 


The theorem proved in the preceding section is a particular case of a 
more general theorem, connected with the representation of a Hilbert 
space as a direct integral of Hilbert spaces. 

The concept of a direct integral of Hilbert spaces is a generalization 
of the concept of the orthogonal direct sum of a countable family of 
Hilbert spaces H,, Hy, .... 

We recall that one calls ‘‘orthogonal direct sum of the Hilbert spaces 
H,, Hy, ...” the Hilbert space 


b= > © H,, 
n=1 


whose elements are sequences 
5 = (hy, hy, weds h,, = 7 oe 


such that the series ©, -; || A,» ||2, where|| 2, ll, is the norm in #7,, converges. 
The linear operations in § are defined coordinate-wise: If € = (hy, hg, 


)) 7 = (81 Zo --), then € + y = (hy + By, he + Bo, -..) and af = 
(ahy, ahg, ...), and the scalar product (€, 7) is defined by 


(g, n) el D2 (hn, Bias 


where (h,, 2n)n iS the scalar product in H,. One can consider the some- 
what more general concept of the orthogonal direct sum of the Hilbert 
spaces H,, H,, ..., taken with the positive weights 4, fe, ...» by, > 0. 
In this case the scalar product is defined by the formula 


(g, 7) Ss > Pn(Ans &n)n 


7 A linear topological space is called locally convex if each neighborhood of any element 
contains a convex neighborhood of the same element. A mapping of @ into H is called 
nuclear if it is the product of a continuous linear mapping of ® into some Hilbert space 
H, and a nuclear mapping of HA, into H. 
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This equation can be written in the form 
(En) = | (aCe), (x) d(x), 
Xx 


where we denote by X the set consisting of the points x = 1, 2, ..., and 
by p(x) the measure on X which equals yp, at the point x = n. Corre- 
sponding to this, the orthogonal direct sum of the Hilbert spaces Hj, 
H,, ..., taken with weights 1), po, .... can be written in the form 


=] © Hs) dela). 


We now generalize the concept of the orthogonal direct sum of Hilbert 
spaces, taken with given weights, by relinquishing the assumption of a 
countable number of terms. In other words, we consider some set X 
on which is defined a positive measure x. Suppose that with each point 
x € X there is associated a separable Hilbert space H(x) of dimension 
n(x), where n(x) may assume the values |, 2, ... or 00 and is measurable 
with respect to x. We consider first the case where all the spaces H(x) 
have the same dimension n (n is an integer or 00). In this case we identify 
each of the Hilbert spaces H(x) with some one Hilbert space H of dimen- 
sion 7. 

We construct the space , consisting of those vector functionst 
€ = h(x) on the set X, taking values in H, such that 


(1) for any h € A the numerical function (A(x), 2) is measurable with 
respect to p, 


(2) the numerical function || A(x) || is square integrable with respect 
to p,; 
{ NAP dala) <=, 


We define the linear operations in b, setting for the vector functions 
= h(x) and 7 = g(x) 
E+ 9 = h(x) + g(x), 
aé = ah(x), 


and we introduce a scalar product, setting 
(En) = f(x), (2) dul. (2) 


t Rather, equivalence classes of such vector functions, two vector functions being 
considered equivalent if they differ only on a subset of X having uw-measure zero. 
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This scalar product is defined for all elements € = h(x) and 7 = g(x) 
of . As a matter of fact, in view of condition (1), for any orthogonal 
basis hy, ha, ... in H the functions (h(x), h,) and (h,, h(x)) are measurable, 
as is therefore the function 


fe 6) 


(A(x), g(x)) = DY (h(x), In) (Fens 8(%)). 


n=1 


But 
J sGeCx), gay dns) < BL J mGayP dale) + fh elayl? dts)] 


and therefore in view of condition (2) the integral (22) converges. 

It is easy to verify that the space b satisfies all the axioms of a Hilbert 
space. In particular, it is complete. The proof of the completeness of § 
is well known in the case where n(x) = |, 1.e., when 6 is the space Lt 
of scalar functions f(x) having square integrable moduli with respect to 
uw. In the general case the proof is carried out analogously. 

We will call the Hilbert space § the direct integral of the Hilbert spaces 
F(x) with respect to the measure » and denote it by the same symbol 


p= | BH) dulx) 


that was used for the orthogonal direct sum. 

In the case where the spaces H(x) have different dimensions, we 
proceed in the following way. We divide the set X, on which the measure 
wis defined, into measurable subsets X,, Xo, ...,on each of which n(x) =n. 
We already know the definition of the Hilbert space 


Dn = a cp) A(x) du(x). 


We now denote by § the orthogonal direct sum of the spaces },, 
De, ceety 


= 


We will also call this space ) the direct integral of the spaces H(x) with 
respect to the measure x and denote it by 


b= | OAC) dus) 
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The concept of an orthogonal direct sum of Hilbert spaces is a special 
case of that of a direct integral of Hilbert spaces. It corresponds to the 
case where the measure yp is defined on a countable set. The Hilbert space 
L* of functions with square integrable moduli relative to the measure pz 
is a direct integral of one-dimensional spaces relative to p. 

We proceed now to the consideration of results, analogous to those of 
Section 4.3, for direct integrals. 

We note the following lemma, analogous to Lemma | of Section 4.3. 


Lemma 1’. Let § be the direct integral of the Hilbert spaces H(x) 
relative to the measure p; 


b= | @ A(x) dp(x). 


If {€,} = {h,(x)} is any orthonormal system in § and the series pa or 
where A,, > 0, converges, then the series 


>> Anhn({X) 


converges for almost every x (with respect to y) in the norm of A(x). 
Since the proof of this lemma proceeds word for word like that of 
Lemma |, we omit it. 
Let us consider now a rigged Hilbert space ® C HC @’, Suppose that 
H is represented as a direct integral 


b= | OAC) dus) 


of Hilbert spaces H(x) relative to the measure yp. Then to each element 
he H there corresponds a vector function € = h(x) whose value for 
each x is a vector h(x) € H(x), and 


(En) = (h(x), aCe) dle). 


Since to each element ge @ there corresponds the element Tp ¢ H 
(T is the natural imbedding of ® into (7), then we can associate with an 
element y € © a function ¢(x) € b. We now prove the following theorem 
concerning these functions, generalizing Theorem | of Section 4.3. 


Theorem 1’. Let ®C HC @' be a rigged Hilbert space and h« & 
= h(x) € H(x) be a representation of H as a direct integral 


b= | OH) dus). 
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Then for any x there exists a nuclear operator T,, mapping ® into H(x), 
such that for y € © the functions g(x) and T,(¢) differ only on a set of 
p-Measure zero. 


Proof. Since @ is nuclear, there is an such that the natural imbedding 
T of ® into H can be written in the form 


Tp = Dy AP p)hien (23) 


where {h,} is an orthonormal basis in H, {F,} is an orthonormal basis 
in ®',d, > 0, and ¥,_, A, converges. We associate with each k and each 
x € X the operator A,F,A,(x) of rank 1, taking the element ¢ € @, into 
the element A,.F',.(¢)h,(x) of H(x). We will now prove that the series 


DAF en), (24) 
k—1 


consisting of these operators, converges in norm for almost every x (with 
respect to ), and for almost every x the sum T,, of this series is a nuclear 
operator. For this we note that from the definition of the operator 
A,.F°,h,(x) follows the equality 


I At fae(x)|] = Anil Pa llenll A(x) 


where || F,, ||_,, is the norm of the linear functional F, in the space ®, 
and || 4,(x) || is the norm of the element /,(x) in the space H(x). Therefore, 
according to Section 2.5, both the convergence almost everywhere of the 
series (24) and the nuclearity almost everywhere of the operator T, 
will be proven, if we prove that the series 


>, Ae Fe llenll a(x), 
k=1 


consisting of the norms of operators of rank 1, converges almost 
everywhere. But this follows at once from Lemma |’, taking into ac- 
count that || F;.||_. = 1 and the vector functions h,(x) correspond to 
the elements of an orthonormal basis {A,} in H and therefore form an 
orthonormal basis of functions in b. 

We now set 


i= > ApFun(x) (25) 
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for each point x at which the sum of the series (24) isa nuclear operator, 
and T, = 0 at the remaining points of X. Let us show that for each 
element g ¢@® the equation T,(y) = g(x) holds for almost every x. 
In fact, it follows from (25) that almost everywhere 


Tie) = > AFu(p)hy(x). (26) 


But the function g(x) corresponds to the element Ty € H and therefore 
we have, by (25), that 


ols) =D AFu(p)hid), (27) 


where the series converges in the mean (with respect to »%). Comparing 
(26) and (27), we conclude that the vector functions T,(p) and ¢(x) are 
equal almost everywhere. The theorem is proved. 

We note, as in Theorem |, that the operators T, can be chosen so 
that they will all be nuclear relative to the same scalar product (9, %)y 
in ©, Moreover, we remark that instead of the requirement that ® be 
nuclear, it is sufficient to require that ® be a locally convex linear 
topological space which admits a nuclear imbedding T into the space HZ. 

Henceforth, in speaking of a realization h «> h(x) of H, we will have 
in mind a realization for which the relation T(g~) = (x) holds for 
all x and all pe @. 


4.5. The Spectral Analysis of Operators in Rigged Hilbert Spaces 


We proceed now to the basic topic of this section—the spectral analysis 
of operators in rigged Hilbert spaces. We first recall the concept, intro- 
duced in Section 4.1, of a generalized eigenvector. Let 4 be an operator 
in a linear topological space ©. A linear functional F € G’, such that 


F(Ag) = AF(@) 


for every pe ®, is called a generalized eigenvector of A corresponding 
to the eigenvalue X. This equality can be written in the form 


A'F —~ OF, 
where 4’ is an operator in ©’ such that 


A'F(g) = F(Ag) 
for all pe @® and Fe @’, 
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To each value A there corresponds the eigenspace ®, of A, consisting 
of all the generalized eigenvectors F whose eigenvalue is A. We now 
introduce the notion of a spectral decomposition for elements of the 
space ®. Associating with each element gy € ® and each number A a 
linear functional ¢, on ®;, taking the value F,(y) on the element F, of 
®,, we obtain vector functions ¢,, whose values are linear functionals 
defined on the subspaces ©. We call the correspondence g — ¢, the 
spectral decomposition of the element y corresponding to the operator A. 
It is obvious that if p —> ¢, is the spectral decomposition of the element 
g, then the spectral decomposition of the element ¢ = Ag is the vector 
function %, = Ag,. In fact, for any functional F, « ®; we have 


Pb) = Fi(Ae) = AFA), 
and so by definition of ¢, and %, we have 


hy = Ga. 


If the subspaces ®; are one dimensional (or, as we will say, the 
operator A has a simple spectrum), then the functions ¢, are scalars. 

An example of a spectral decomposition with simple spectrum is the 
correspondence by which to a function g(x) of the space S there corre- 
sponds its Fourier transform §(A), 


GOA) = | leper” dx. 


This decomposition corresponds to the translation operator U,: 
g(x) > (x — A), since the functions e*** are the generalized eigenvectors 
of this operator. 

If the operator A has ‘‘few” generalized eigenvectors, it can happen 
that ¢, = 0 while at the same time g + 0. In this case the same vector 
function will correspond to various elements of the space ®. We will 
say that the operator A has a sufficient family of generalized eigenvectors, 
or else that the set of generalized eigenvectors of the operator A is complete, 
if ¢, = 0 implies p = 0. If the set of generalized eigenvectors of A is 
complete, then distinct elements m of ® give rise to distinct vector 
functions ¢;. 

We will show that if we havea rigged Hilbert space ® C H C @’ and the 
operator A, acting in ®, can be extended to a unitary or self-adjoint 
operator in H, then the system of generalized eigenvectors of A is 
complete. 

For the proofs of these results we will make use of certain theorems of 


4.5 Rigged Hilbert Spaces 121 


the spectral theory of linear operators in Hilbert space. In order not to 
interrupt the discussion, we will only quote here the statements of these 
theorems (some of them will be proven in the appendix to this section). 

We recall the following definitions. An operator U in a Hilbert space 
H is called unitary if for any vectors f, g € H we have (f, g) = (Uf, Ug) = 
(U-lf, U-1g), A unitary operator U is called cyclic if there exists a vector 
f € HT such that the vectors U"f, —co < mn < o, where n is an 
integer, generate the entire space H. 

Let us give an example of a unitary cyclic operator. Suppose that L? 
is the space of functions ¢(A), | A | = 1, on the unit circle, having square 
integrable moduli with respect to a positive finite measure o on this 
circle. Then the operator U which takes a function ¢(A) into the function 
Ag(A) is unitary. In fact 


(Up, Ut) = [—_AgAYFA) do) = | PAPO) do) = (@, #). 


jaj=1 


It is not difficult to see that U is a cyclic operator, for which the function 
g (A) = | is a generating vector. It turns out that any unitary cyclic 
operator has this form. In other words, the following theorem holds. 


Theorem 2. Let U bea unitary cyclic operator in a Hilbert space /7. 
Then the space H can be realized as a space L? of functions (A), 
|A| = 1, on the unit circle, having square integrable moduli with 
respect to a positive finite measure oa, in such a way that to the operator 
U corresponds the operator of multiplication by A: if A — A(A), then 
Uh — AR(d). 

Let us now consider a rigged Hilbert space ® C H C @’, An operator U, 
mapping © onto itself, is called unitary if 


(Up, Up) = (@, #) 


for any elements ¢, % € ®, where (9, #) is the scalar product by which ® 
is completed to yield #7, 

As @ is dense in Hf and U is unitary, U can be extended to a unitary 
operator in H. We will denote this operator by the same letter U. 
If the extended operator U is cyclic in H, then we will also call the opera- 
tor U in ® cyclic. 

We now prove the following theorem on the completeness of the 
system of generalized eigenvectors of a unitary cyclic operator U in a 
rigged Hilbert space OC HC @’ 
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Theorem 3. Let U be a cyclic unitary operator in a rigged Hilbert 
space. Then the set of generalized eigenvectors of U is complete, i.e. 
from the vanishing of all components ¢, of the spectral decomposition 
of g corresponding to the operator U, it follows that p = 0. 


Proof. Since ® is everywhere dense in H, then U can be extended 
to a unitary operator in H. We apply Theorem 2 to it, obtaining a 
realization A —> h(A) of Has a space of functions on the unit circle, having 
square integrable moduli with respect to a positive measure o. ‘To the 
operator U corresponds, by this realization, the operator of multiplication 
by A, |A| = l,ie. if h > A(A), then Uh — Ad(d). 

By the realization 4 —» h(A) there corresponds to each element y €¢ ® 
a function p(A). By Theorem | of Section 4.3 the functions g(A) can be 
chosen so that 


pA) = Fil) 


for any A, where F, is a continuous linear functional on ®. We show that 
the F, are generalized eigenvectors of U. In fact, let p be any element of 
® and let Up = x. Then for any A we havet $(A) = Ag(A). But 


¥(A) = Fb) = F(U¢), 
and 
pA) = F,(¢), 


and therefore 
(Ug) = AF (9). 


But this means that F, is a generalized eigenvector of U, corresponding 
to the eigenvalue A. 
Now we note that 


pA) = File) = Gi- 


‘This means that the function (A) coincides, on the space ®; of the 
generalized eigenvectors F,, with ¢,. Hence it follows that if ¢, = 0, 


then ¢(A) = 0. 
In order to prove the completeness of the system of generalized eigen- 
vectors of U, it remains for us to show that if g(A) = Ofor alla, |A| = 1, 


t Since the representatives ¢(A) have already been chosen so that 9(A) = Fa(g) for 
all and all y € @, it is not clear why (A) = Ag(A) should hold for all A and all ge ®. 
A similar question also arises in the proof of Theorem 5 below. 
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then m = 0. But this assertion follows at once from the fact that the 
mapping h -> h(A) of H into L? is isometric, and therefore 


ivlk=@eo—] — leQ)PdoQ). (28) 


{al =1 


Consequently, if p(A) = 0, |A| = 1, then » = 0. Thus Theorem 3 is 
proven. 
We remark that (28) can also be written in the form 


loi? = | | FP doQ), 


which is a generalization of the Plancherel equality for the ordinary 
Fourier transform. 

Now let us consider self-adjoint operators. A linear operator A, acting 
in a Hilbert space H and defined on an everywhere dense linear subset 
Q, in H, is called self-adjoint if: 


(1) for any vectors f, g€Q, 


(Af, g) = (f, Ag), 


(2) for no vector g ¢2, can there be found a vector g, such that 
(Af, g) = (f. g,) for all fe Q,. 


A self-adjoint operator A is called cyclic if there is a vector f such that 
the vectors A”f, n == 0, |, ... generate the entire space H. 
For self-adjoint operators a theorem analogous to Theorem 2 is valid. 


Theorem 2’. Let A be a self-adjoint cyclic operator in a Hilbert 
space H. Then there is a realization h — h(A) of H as a space L® of func- 
tions on the real line, having square integrable moduli with respect 
to a positive measure o, such that 


(1) the domain of definition of A is carried by this realization into 
the set of all functions f(A) € L? for which the integral 


[ LAfAy2 dota) 


converges, 
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(2) if to the element f corresponds the function f(A), then to the element 
Af corresponds the function Af(A).8 

We call an operator A, acting in a nuclear space ®, self-adjoint 
relative to a scalar product (g, #), if its closure in the completion H of 
gy relative to the norm (gq, ¢) is self-adjoint. In this case we will say 
that A is self-adjoint in the rigged Hilbert space OC HC @’, If the 
operator in H thereby obtained turns out to be cyclic, then we will also 
call A cyclic. 

Using Theorem 2’, the following theorem can be proved. 


Theorem 3’. Let A be a self-adjoint cyclic operator in a rigged 
Hilbert space ®©C HC ®’. Then the set of generalized eigenvectors 
of A, corresponding to real eigenvalues, is complete. 

We remark that the conditions of Theorems 3 and 3’ can be weakened, 
by relinquishing the requirement that U (or A) map the space @ into 
itself (this condition is not fulfilled, for example, if © is a space of in- 
finitely differentiable functions, and A is a linear differential operator 
whose coefficients are functions having only a finite number of continuous 
derivatives). Theorems 3 and 3’ remain valid also in the case where U 
(or A) carries into itself a completion ®, of ® such that the natural 
imbedding T,, of ®, into H is nuclear. This follows from the validity 
of Theorem | in the case where @ is not nuclear, but the imbedding T 
of ® into H is nuclear. 

Let us now consider the case in which the operator is not cyclic. In this 
case Theorems 2 and 2’ are replaced by the following more general 
theorems. 


Theorem 4. Let U bea unitary operator in a Hilbert space H. Then 
there exists a positive measure o on the unit circle and a representation 
of Has a direct integral 


b= J @ HO) do) 


8 Theorems 2 and 2’ are closely related to each other. If U is a unitary operator, then 
the operator A defined by 


U—ik 
U+ iE 


is self-adjoint. Any self-adjoint operator A can be written in the form indicated, where 
U is a unitary operator, Using these remarks, one can obtain Theorem 2’ from Theorem 2 
and vice versa. 
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of Hilbert spaces H(A) with respect to the measure o, such that to the 
operator U there corresponds by this realization the operator of multipli- 
cation by A. In other words, if to the element A € H there corresponds 
the vector function A(A), then to the element Uh there corresponds the 
vector function AA(A). 


Theorem 4’. Let A be a self-adjoint operator in a Hilbert space H. 
Then there exists a positive measure o(A) on the real line and a represen- 
tation of H as a direct integral ) of spaces H(A) with respect to a: 


b= | OHO) do), 


such that to A corresponds the operator of multiplication by A. 

We shall apply these theorems to proving the completeness of the 
system of generalized eigenvectors of unitary and self-adjoint operators 
in a rigged Hilbert space 6 C H C @’, We will consider in detail only the 
case of unitary operators, since the proof for self-adjoint operators is 
entirely analogous. 

Thus, let U be a unitary operator in a rigged Hilbert space OC Hc @’. 
By Theorem 4 there exists a representation of H as a direct integral 


b=] OHO) doo, 


such that to the operator U corresponds the operator of multiplication 
by A. Applying Theorem 1’ to this representation, we find that 


P(A) = Til) 


for all elements » € @ and all A, where T) is a nuclear operator mapping 
® into H(A). 

From this it follows that to each element € € H(A) there corresponds 
a linear functional € on @, defined by 


E(p) = (9A), Oa = (Tap, &) 


(the scalar products are taken in H(A)). Now in view of the fact that to 
U there corresponds in § the operator of multiplication by A, we find 
that the functional £, corresponding to the element £ € H(A), is a general- 
ized eigenvector of U, i.e., that U’E = XE; if € £0, then E40. 
Thus we have constructed an imbedding of each space H(A) into the 
space ®, consisting of linear functionals F on ® for which U’F = OF. 
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It is not hard to see that this imbedding is continuous: if lim,,,,. €, = &, 
then lim, ,. €&, = &. 

Now let » be an element of ® such that ¢, == 0. Then for any A and 
any € € H(X) we have 


0 = $(£) = &y) = (PA), 


Hence it follows that (A) = 0. Since 


il? = (9) = | IleQ)E do), 


we obtain » = 0. 


Thus, we have proven that if ¢, = O for all A, then » = 0. In other 
words, we have proven the completeness of the system of generalized 
eigenvectors of U. 


Theorem 5. A unitary operator in a rigged Hilbert space has a 
complete system of generalized eigenvectors, corresponding to eigen- 
values A having modulus one. 

The following theorem is proven in exactly the same way. 


Theorem 5’. A self-adjoint operator in a rigged Hilbert space has a 
complete system of generalized eigenvectors, corresponding to real 
eigenvalues. 

In certain cases, analogous theorems, regarding commutative systems 
of unitary or self-adjoint operators, are useful. 

Let {A,}, k = 1, ..., 2, be asystem of commuting self-adjoint operators 
in a rigged Hilbert space. This means that the operators E,(4), k = 1, 
...) 2, appearing in the resolutions of unity of the self-adjoint closures 
of the A, in H, commute with each other. We call a linear functional 
F on @ a generalized eigenvector for the system {A,\, if for any k, 1 <k 
<1, 


ALF =), F. 


We shall call the set of numbers A = (A, ..., A,) the eigenvalues corre- 
sponding to the eigenvector F. 
The following result holds. 


Theorem 6. If {4,3}, | <k <n, is a system of commuting self- 
adjoint operators in a rigged Hilbert space, then the set of generalized 
eigenvectors of this system is complete. 
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An analogous theorem is valid also for commutative systems of unitary 
operators in a rigged Hilbert space. 


Appendix. The Spectral Analysis of Self-Adjoint and Unitary Operators 
in Hilbert Space 


1. The Abstract Theorem on Spectral Decomposition 


In this section use was made of certain results of the spectral theory 
of operators. Since not all of these results can be considered as generally 
known, we give here a discussion of them based upon the theorem on the 
abstract spectral decomposition of a self-adjoint operator (concerning 
the definition of a self-adjoint operator, cf. Section 4.5). 

In order to formulate this theorem, we introduce the concept of a 
resolution of unity. Suppose that to every interval 4 = [a, b) on the real 
line there corresponds a bounded self-adjoint operator #(4) in a Hilbert 
space H, whereby the following properties are satisfied: 


(1) for any two intervals 4, and 4, 
H(A) E(A,) = H(A, 0 Ay); (1) 


(2) 
Jim E(x) = FE, Jim E(x) = 0, (2) 


where we have put A(x) = F(4,) [4, is the interval (— 2%, x)], F denotes 
the identity operator, and () the null operator®; 


(3) if the interval 4 is a countable union of nonintersecting intervals 


A,, 4 = U,_, 4,, then E(4) = Z), E(4,). 


Such a system of operators E(4) is called a resolution of unity. 

From (1) it foliows that for any interval 4 one has E%(4) = E(4). 
This means that F(4) is a projection operator, projecting the space H onto 
the subspace H., = E(4)H. The operators E(4) are positive definite, 
i.e., (E(A)f, f) = 0 for any fe H. In fact, 


(EAA A) = ABSA) = (EADS FADS) = 9. 


® Here and further on the convergence of operators is understood in the weak sense; 
lim,,,« E(x) = EH means that 
lim (E(x) f, 2) = (f,8) 
rote 


for any two elements f, g € H. 
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We set, for any interval 4 and any element fe H, 


#(4) = (E(A)f,f). 


From the discussion above it follows that 4,4) is a countably additive 
positive measure defined on the intervals 4. This measure can be extended 
to every Borel set. We will call 4/4) the spectral measure corresponding, 
by the resolution of unity E(4), to the element f. 

The theorem on the spectral decomposition of a self-adjoint operator 
is formulated in the following way. 


Theorem 1. Let 4 be a self-adjoint operator in a Hilbert space H. 


Then there exists a resolution of unity E(4) such that the operator A 
is defined on the set 2, of those elements f ¢ H for which the integral 


fo? du,(a) 


converges, where p(x) = (E(4)f, f). The operator A is given, for these 
elements f, by the formula? 


Af=[ x d(Blwf), 3) 


where E(x) = E(— 0, x). 
From Theorem | it follows that if 4 is any interval, then 


E(4)A = AE(4) = { x dE(x). (4) 
In fact, 
E(4)A = E(4) [ x dE(x) = ia xE(4) dE(x). 


But by Eq. (1), E(4) dE (x) = 0 if x does not belong to 4, and E(4) 
dE(x) = dE(x) if xe 4d. Therefore 


E(4)A = { x dE(x). 


10 Formula (3) is also understood in the weak sense; for any two elements f, g € 224 
one has 


(4f,a) = | ” ye a(E(x) fg). 


oO 
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Similarly one can prove that 
AE(4) = { x dE(x). 
4 


From (4) it follows that for any vector f in the subspace H, = E(4)H, 
A = [a, 5), one has 


| Af — af || < (6 — aif. 


Therefore if 6 — a is small, then f is ‘‘almost an eigenvector’’ of A. 
If 4,, 4,, ... are nonintersecting intervals which cover the real line, then 
HZ is the orthogonal direct sum of the subspaces H, , in each of which A 
‘“‘almost coincides with a similarity operator.” 

An analogous theorem holds also for unitary operators, the only 
difference being that the intervals 4 lie not on the real line, but rather 
on the unit circle. 


2. Cyclic Operators 


Cyclic operators have a particularly simple structure. A self-adjoint 
operator A is called cyclic, if there exists a vector f such that the linear 
combinations of the vectors E(4)f are everywhere dense in H. he 
vector f is called a cychc vector. 

If A is a cyclic operator, then the Hilbert space H can be realized 
as a space L? of functions g(x), having square integrable moduli with 
respect to the measure y(4), whereby to the operator A corresponds the 
operator of multiplication of the functions g(x) by x. 

Thus, the domain of definition of A by this realization consists of those 
functions g(x) € L? for which the integral 


[oi oe)? du fx) 


converges. 

This realization can be accomplished in the following way. With each 
vector of the form E(4)f we associate the characteristic function y,(x) 
of the interval 4. In particular, we associate with f the function identically 
equal to unity on the real line. Let us show that this correspondence 
is isometric in the sense that 


| BCAyfi? = fd ale de) 
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In fact, it follows from (1) that 
| E(A)F IP = (EAA EAA) = (EADS) 
= 1d) =f dugs) = Fb xsl)? dia), 


We now extend the isometric correspondence E(4)f — y,(x), using 
linear combinations and passing to the limit. Since the linear combina- 
tions of the vectors E(4)f are everywhere dense in H, and the linear 
combinations of the characteristic functions y,(*) are everywhere dense 
in L7, we obtain an isometry between H and Li. 

It is obvious that 


(AB(AYf, g) = | x de(xf, 2) 


for any interval 4. Therefore 
(ABSA) = fx dElaff) =f x duds) =f axa) dug 


This means that to the operator A there corresponds in L* the operator 
carrying the characteristic functions x,(x) into the functions xy,(x). 
Since the functions y,(«) form an everywhere dense set in Lj, we find 
that for the realization under discussion there corresponds to A the 
operator of multiplication by x of the functions (x) € Lj. 


3. The Decomposition of a Hilbert Space into a Direct Integral 
Corresponding to a Given Self-Adjoint Operator 


We will show: If A is a self-adjoint operator in a Hilbert space H, 
then there exists a representation of H as a direct integral 


b = | © A(x) du(x) 


of Hilbert spaces H(x), for which A is given in each of the spaces H(x) 
by the operator of multiplication by «x. 

Let A be a self-adjoint operator in H and fa vector in H. The smallest 
closed subspace H, in H containing every vector E(4)f, where E(4) 
is the resolution of unity corresponding to A, we call the cyclic subspace 
in H generated by the vector f. If a vector h is orthogonal to a cyclic 
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subspace H,, then every vector E(4)h is orthogonal to H,. In fact, since 
E(A) is self-adjoint, then for g ¢ H, we have 


(E(4)h, g) = (h, E(A)g). 


Since the subspace H, contains, along with the vector g, every vector 
E(A)g, then (E(A)h, g) = 0 for ge H,, 1.e., the vectors E(4)h are or- 
thogonal to H,. From this it follows that if a vector h is orthogonal to a 
cyclic subspace H,, then the cyclic subspace H,, generated by A, is 
orthogonal to H,. 

We proceed now to construct the representation ) of H corresponding 
to the operator A. Choose a countable dense set f,, f:, ... in H and denote 
by H, the cyclic subspace generated by f,. Suppose that we have already 
constructed pairwise orthogonal cyclic subspaces Hy, .... H, in H. We 
choose the first among the f,, 1 < k < o, not belonging to the direct sum 
fl” = H, +... + H,. Let this be f, . In the subspace G spanned by 
fH” and f,,, we choose an element fh, ,; (|| An 41 || = 1) orthogonal to H”, 
and denote by H,,, the cyclic subspace generated by h,,,. Obviously 
fr, © Hy + ... + Ayy1. Since the set of elements ff, fo, ... is everywhere 
dense in H/, then continuing the process described, we obtain a decom- 
position 


of H into an orthogonal direct sum of cyclic subspaces H,, Ho, ... . 
It was shown above that each of the cyclic subspaces H,, can be realized 
as a space of functions h,(x), in which the scalar product is given by 


(fal), 8) = | fal )@n() dpen(2), 


where p,(4) = (F(A)h,, h,) is a positive measure. From this it follows 
that each element f € H is given in the form of a sequence of functions, 


f= (AG), fol), +»), 
and the scalar product in H/ has the form 
(fia) =D, | Haledenls) ante). 


‘lhe operator A takes each of the functions f,(x) into the function xf,,(x), 
and consequently 


Af = (xf,(x), xfo(x), ...)- 
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The space H has been realized as a direct sum of spaces of functions, 
in each of which the scalar product is defined by means of some positive 
measure. Now we show that one can obtain a realization of H as a direct 
sum of spaces of functions such that the scalar product in each of these 
spaces fH, is defined by the same measure pz. his measure is defined by 


= | 
mA) = B55 Fal) (5) 
(since for any n we have 
Hn(4) = (Ayn, hn) <|| Mall = 1, 


the series (5) converges). The measure p» has the following property, 
which follows at once from (5): if 4(4) = 0 for some set 4, then p,(4) = 0 
for every n. 

By the Radon—Nikodym theorem?! it follows that each of the measures 
#, can be written in the form 


pn(4) =, i Pn(*) d(x), 


where ¢,(x) is a nonnegative function. We denote by Li the Hilbert 
space consisting of all functions %(x) for which the integral 


{Loy ate) 


converges. Obviously if h,(x) is a function in H,,, then the function 
b,(x) = V(x) A,(x) belongs to L?2, and 


nC =f | aa)? dale) = [| (x) 2—ra(x) dl) 


=f hal g(x) — nC 


In other words, h,(x) —> y,(x) is an isometric mapping of H,, into L*. 
v Now let A, be the set of x for which »,(x) > 0. It is clear that the mapping 
h,(x) — %,(*) is an isometric mapping of H,, onto L*(A,), the set of all 
functions defined on A, and having square integrable moduli relative 
to ». We thus have an isomorphism 


HH Li{Ay) © Lj(As) © --. 


11 Concerning the Radon-Nikodym theorem, see the footnote on p. 351. 
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Now define n(x) as the number of values of m, m = 1, 2, ... for which 
xe A,,. The values of n(x) are 0, 1, ..., 00 and m(x) isclearly measurable; 
further, »({n(x) = O}) = 0. Let B, = {n(x) = n}. For each element 


fva(x), vol), «3 >) @1(A,) 


we construct, for each n = |, 2, ..., 00, a set of functions j"'(x), ..., 
p(x) defined on B,, in the following way. Fix » and xe B,; let m,(x) 
< m,(x) < ... < m,(x) be those values of m for which x € A,,. We define 


P(X) = Bing) PE) = Ping®) 


It is not hard to see that this mapping (i.e., of sequences {:/,(x)} into 
infinite sets {p$")(x)}) is one-to-one, that the oi?(x) are measurable, and 
that 


fee) n ee Aan os ae 3 
Df gy Lee aa) = FD | ly dee) 


Now for each xe B, we choose, in an n-dimensional Hilbert space 
Hx), an orthonormal basis e;(x), ..., €,(x), and with each f ¢ H we asso- 
ciate the vector 


PY '(x)e(*) + GT '(x)e,(%) € A(x), 


where the »$"(x) are as above. We see thus that H is represented as a 
direct integral 


= | ® Hx) du(x) 


of the Hilbert spaces H(x) with respect to the measure p. Since the 


correspondence f <> {i(x), yo(x), ...} implies Af {xyby(x), xxbo(x), ...}, 
it follows from the definition of the p(x) that if fo {f(x)}, where 
A f(x) € A(x), then Af< {xf(x)}. The operator A (considered in 5) is 
defined on the set of those vector functions {f(x)} €) for which the integral 


[1 PLAGE dun) 


converges. 
We have thus proven the following theorem. 
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Theorem 2. Let A be a self-adjoint operator in a Hilbert space H. 
Then H can be represented as a direct integral 


b = | @ H(x) du(x) 
of Hilbert spaces H(x) relative to a positive measure » in such a way 


that to the operator A there corresponds in § the operator of multi- 
plication by x. 


CHAPTER II 


Positive and Positive-Definite Generalized Functions 


1. Introduction 


In this chapter we will discuss a number of results of the theory of 
generalized functions, related in one way or another to the concepts of 
positivity and positive definiteness. At the focus of our attention will 
be the question of defining such generalized functions by means of 
positive measures on various sets. For continuous functions the classical 
example of such a means of definition is given by Bochner’s theorem, 
which says that every continuous positive-definite function is the Fourier 
transform of a positive measure. Here we will deal with various generaliza- 
tions of this theorem. In particular, we will consider conditionally 
positive-definite generalized functions, which have useful applications 
in the theory of random processes (cf. Section 4). 

The subsequent part of this chapter is devoted to the theory of evenly 
positive-definite generalized functions. This theory gives an example 
of how the uniqueness or nonuniqueness of the positive measure defining 
a generalized function depends upon the a priort estimates imposed 
upon the function. A typical theorem in this range of topics is a theorem 
concerning even functions f(x), for which the kernel 


K(x, y) = f(~ + y) + fe — 9) 


is positive-definite. As M. G. Krein showed [reference (39); see also 
A. Ya. Povzner, reference (54)], such functions are Fourier transforms 
of positive measures, concentrated on the real and imaginary axes. 
Here, in distinction from Bochner’s theorem, the measure » which 
gives the function f(x) is not always uniquely defined, but only under 
certain assumptions concerning the growth of the function at infinity. 
We consider the cases of uniqueness and nonuniqueness of the measure p 
to be fundamentally different. Within the class of uniqueness, the proof 
of the existence theorem can be carried out by general methods, and it is 
possible to carry over the theorem from functions of one variable to 
functions of several variables. At the same time examples are known 
to us which show that outside the class of uniqueness, the existence 
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theorem is valid only for functions of one variable. A similar situation 
also occurs in the theory of moments. 

The methods used in this chapter show that the general plan, which 
consists in constructing for each problem an appropriate space of test or 
generalized functions, furnishes the key to the solution of the question 
in the present case. For example, in the theorem of M. G. Krein 
it turned out to be expedient to consider functions which grow more 
slowly than every one of the functions exp (ax”), a > 0 (functions which 
are linear functionals on the space S?; cf. p. 198). 

The general methods which can be applied for the study of the in- 
dicated range of questions break up into spectral methods and methods 
connected with the use of normed rings. With the help of spectral 
methods, A. G. Kostyuchenko and B. S. Mityagin recently proved a 
number of theorems on positive-definite generalized functions. This 
method borders upon M. G. Krein’s method and is a synthesis of the 
methods of M.G. Krein [reference (39)] and I. M. Gel’fand and A. G. 
Kostyuchenko [reference (18)]. The main difficulty in the use of spectral 
methods is the proof of the self-adjointness of the differential or difference 
operators which appear. However, this difficulty can be successfully 
overcome by considering the Cauchy problem associated with these 
operators and using the results of Volume III. The other general method 
—that of normed rings—has been applied to the range of questions under 
consideration in a paper of I. M. Gel’fand and M. A. Naimark (19). 

The problems considered here concerning positive-definite functions 
are interesting in that they show the close connection among uniqueness 
in the Cauchy problem, quasi-analytic functions, self-adjoint operators, 
moment problems, and normed rings. As was already stated, in the 
class of uniqueness a general method is possible. This method ought 
presumably to be a first step toward a properly constructed theory of 
linear topological rings, which would enable one to combine the various 
approaches indicated above. The problems considered in this chapter 
should also serve as a beginning in the creation of such a theory. Since 
this theory has not yet been constructed, and in order not to introduce 
unnecessary complications, we have discussed these problems by elemen- 
tary methods, not based on any general theory. 


1.1. Positivity and Positive Definiteness 
We will call a generalized function F positive, and write F > 0, if 
(F, ~) > 0 for every positive’ test function. For example, 6(x) > 0, and 


'A test function (x) is called posttive if g(x) > 0 for every « = {x,...,x,}. If 
g(x) > 0, the function is called strictly positive. 
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5’(x) and 6’(x) do not possess this property. In many cases positive 
generalized functions can be defined by means of positive measures p, 
i.e., they have the form 


(F, 9) = | ox) du(x), 


where the positive measure yp satisfies some growth condition at infinity 
(these growth conditions depend upon which space of test functions one 
considers the generalized functions to be defined on). 

Let us consider the space C, of real functions g(x), continuous on a 
bounded closed set A of n-dimensional space (for example, 4 can be 
the ball |x| < a? 

According to a theorem of F. Riesz,? any positive linear functional 
F on the space C,, is given by a uniquely defined finite positive measure 
pw on the Borel subsets of A, i.e., 


(F,¢) = | ox) du(x). 


An arbitrary linear functional F can be represented in the same way, 
but only with a measure » which takes positive and negative values. 
Finally, if the space C, consists of complex functions, and the functional 
F is also complex, then one has the same representation with a complex 
measure. 

The theorem of Riesz also remains valid for certain other spaces of 
continuous functions. Thus, any linear positive functional on the space 
C(a) of functions y(x) which are continuous in the ball | x} < a@ and 
vanish for | x | > a is also given by a positive finite measure. 

Another concept which is studied in this chapter and is connected 
with the concept of positivity is that of positive definiteness. Positive- 
definite functions arise in considering the Fourier transforms of positive 
summable functions, and appear in such different topics as probability 
theory (cf. Chapter III), the theory of group representations (cf. Volume 
V), and many other areas of mathematics. T’o better orient the reader 
we will now formulate certain results regarding positive-definite func- 
tions.4 We first consider functions of one variable. 


2? Let us recal] notation: 
ae — Vy2 2 
x= {x,, ony XH} and | x | xt + a + ee. 


3 Cf.S. L. Lusternik and V. I. Sobolev, ‘‘Elements of Functional] Analysis,’’ Chapter III, 
Section 22. Ungar, New York, 1962. ‘ 

4We will not formally make use of these results. Moreover, they wil] be derived 
in Section 3 from more general theorems which we shall prove. 
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Let f(x) be the Fourier transform of a positive summable function 
F(A), 


f(x) = { 7 F(Aje** dd. 


In this case f(x) has the following properties: It is continuous, and for any 
real numbers 4, ..., x,, and complex numbers &, ..., €,, one has 


> fer = x, ERE; = 0. (1) 


Kj 


In fact, substituting for f(x), in the left side of this inequality, its 
expression in terms of F(A), we obtain 


m 


DY flee — 8 = > GE [exp Poe — x)1FQ) a 


k=l kij=1 


00 


f 


Since F(A) is positive, the expression standing on the right side is either 
positive or zero; hence inequality (1) follows. 

A function f(x), satisfying inequality (1) for any real numbers x, ..., x, 
and complex numbers &), ..., &,, iS called posittive-definite. We have 
therefore proven that the Fourier transform of any positive summable 
function is positive-definite. In precisely the same way one proves the 
continuity and positive definiteness of every function f(x) having the 
form 


” F() da. 


| 


EXD (2Ax;)E; 
j=1 


fix) = fe dur, (2) 


where yp 1s a positive finite measure on the line.® 
Now consider a positive finite measure yz in n-dimensional space. The 
expression 


fle) = f ett du) (2') 
(where, as usual, x = {x,, ..., ¥,}, A = {Ay --) Ay}, and (A, x) = Ayxy 


® This assertion ts a generalization of that proven earlier, since to every positive 
summable function F(A) there corresponds a positive finite measure p» defined by 


wae { F(Q) da. 
A 
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+... +A,x,) defines a continuous function f(x), positive-definite in the 
following sense. 

For any points x, ..., x,, of the,#-dimensional space R, and any 
complex numbers &,, ..., €&,, one has 


> F(%%. — x )ERE; = 0 


ky j=l 


(x, — x, denotes the point with coordinates x,4 — Xj, ..., Xun — Xjns 
where x; = {Hp4, +65 Xanbs Xp = (Xj, +) Xpn})- 

As 8. Bochner showed, the functions of the form (2’) exhaust the class 
of continuous positive-definite functions, namely, every positive-definite 
function is the Fourier transform® of some positive finite measure p. 

We have considered the Fourier transforms of positive summable 
functions (or, in formulas (2) and (2’), of positive finite measures). 
A substantial generalization of Bochner’s theorem is obtained if one 
considers the Fourier transforms of positive functions which are not 
summable over the entire space. It is natural to introduce the definition 
of positive definiteness in such a way that the Fourier transforms of such 
functions (as well as the Fourier transforms of infinite positive measures) 
also will be positive-definite. We know that the Fourier transforms of such 
functions are generalized functions. Obviously the definition of positive 
definiteness expressed by inequality (1) does not carry over to generalized 
functions, since for generalized functions the notion of their value at a 
point is lacking and therefore the expression f(x, — x,) is meaningless. 
However, it can be shown that the definition of positive definiteness 
which we gave for continuous functions is equivalent to the following: 


® By the Fourier transform fi of a measure yp (in general, complex) we understand the 
Fourier transform of the corresponding generalized function (jy, ¢), defined for test 
functions (A) by 


(u,#) = [ oA) dud, 
In other words, by definition we set 
(2, #) = my" { (A) dud), 


where 


Hx) = | elm (A) dA, 


It is not hard to verify that if the measure yp is finite, then the generalized function £ is 
given by a continuous function f(x), where 


fix) = |e duQ. 
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a continuous function f(x) is called posttive-definite, if for any infinitely 
differentiable function g(x) with bounded support one has 


[| Ae —dole)eO) at dy > 0 (3) 


(the proof of equivalence is carried out in Section 3.2). 
Let us rewrite this definition so that it can be carried over to generalized 
functions. For this we make the substitution ¢ — y = x in the integral 


in (3). Then (3) becomes 
{f | oe — #) dt dx > 0. (3’) 


But the integral | o(t)p(t — x) dt represents simply the convolution’ 
of the functions g(x) and y*(x) = g(—x) 


{ o(tole — x) dt = 9 * p*(x). 


Thus, we find that a continuous function f(x) is positive definite 
if the functional 


(fd) = | fl) dx 


corresponding to it assumes nonnegative values for all functions of the 
form P(x) = y * p*(x), Le., if (f, @ * v*) > O for every infinitely differ- 
entiable function » with bounded support. In this form the definition 
of positive definiteness can be extended to generalized functions. 
Namely, let F be a generalized function on the space K of infinitely 
differentiable functions with bounded supports. We will call F posztive- 
definite if for every test function g(x) the inequality (F, p * »*) = 0 
holds, where y*(x) = y(—-). Further on, we will extend this definition 
to generalized functions on other spaces of test functions. 

L. Schwartz has generalized Bochner’s theorem to positive-definite 
generalized functions on the space K. In order to formulate the theorem 
which he obtained, we introduce the notion of a tempered measure. 
We call a positive measure p tempered if the integral f(1 + | A|?)-? 
du(A) convergest for some p > 0. The theorem of Bochner—Schwartz 


7 We recal] that the convolution of the test functions g(x) and ¢(x) is the function 


p * f(x) = i p(t) (x —~ t) dt. 


T In certain cases (for instance, Theorem | of Section 4), where » is not necessarily 
finite in any neighborhood of zero, the region of integration in this definition is presum- 
ably taken to be of the form |A! > a> 0. 
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asserts that the class of positive-definite generalized functions (i.€., 
functionals) on the space K coincides with the class of Fourier trans- 
forms of posttive tempered measures. In other words, every such 
generalized function F can be written in the form 


(F, 9) = [ €Q) dur, (4) 


where ¢(A) is the Fourier transform of the test function y(x), and p 
is a positive tempered measure. Conversely, every generalized function 
of the form (4) is positive definite. 

As examples of positive-definite generalized functions, one can take 
the Fourier transforms of the functions | x |*, x’, x2, where A > 0, etc. 
(concerning the definition of these Fourier transforms, cf. Vol. I, 
Chapter I, Sections 2 and 3). In particular, the positive-definite general- 
ized functions 6(x) and —6’’(x) are respectively the Fourier transforms 
of the positive functions | and x7. However, we can ascertain the positive 
definiteness of these generalized functions directly. In fact, for any 
infinitely differentiable function g(x) with bounded support we have 


{ 8(¢ — vote) dy dt = | | (PF dt > 0 
and 
~ [ 8" — vple)e) dy dt = ~ | oft") at = [ |p'()P at > 0. 


The Bochner—Schwartz theorem is connected with the Fourier trans- 
forms of positive functions having power growth (and also tempered 
measures). One can also consider the Fourier transforms of rapidly 
growing functions, which are usually linear functionals on spaces of 
analytic functions. Let us consider, for example, the positive function 
e**, where c is a real number. Its Fourier transform is the generalized 
function F == 278(A — ic) on the space Z of entire analytic functions of 
exponential type, rapidly decreasing on the real axis together with all 
of their derivatives (cf. Volume I, Chapter II, Section 2.2). This general- 
ized function is positive-definite in the following sense. Let g(z) be a 
function in Z. We denote by »*(z) the function in Z defined by »*(z) 
== o(—2). If z is real, z = x, then p*(x) = o(—x), so that this nota- 
tion agrees with that introduced earlier. 

A generalized function F on Z is called positive-definite, if (F, p * »*) 
> 0 for every p(z) € Z.8 


8 Since every function ¢(z) € Z, when considered for real values of z, belongs to the 
space S, the notion of convolution is defined for these functions; the convolution of two 
functions from Z belongs to Z. 
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We shall also study other generalizations of the notion of positive 
definiteness in this chapter. 


2. Positive Generalized Functions 


We have already mentioned, in the introduction to this chapter, the 
connection between positive measures and positive-definite generalized 
functions. This connection consists in the following. The Fourier trans- 
formation takes positive-definite functions F into generalized functions 
F having the following property, which we will call the property of 
multiplicative positivity: For any test function ¢(A) of the dual space the 
inequality (F', ¢@) > 0 holds. 

Multiplicative positivity is, in general, a weaker requirement than 
positivity for generalized functions. However, as we shall see below, for 
many spaces of test functions the class of multiplicatively positive linear 
functionals coincides with the class of positive functionals. These, as a 
rule, are given by positive measures. In the present section we will also 
study positive linear functionals on certain spaces of test functions and 
establish the connection between the concepts of positivity and mul- 
tiplicative positivity. 


2.1. Positive Generalized Functions on the 
Space of Infinitely Differentiable Functions Having Bounded Supports 


A generalized function F is called postive, if 


(F,p) 20 


for any positive test function 9. 
In this paragraph we will study positive generalized functions on the 
space K. 


Theorem 1. Every generalized function F such that (F, y) > 0 for 
every infinitely differentiable function g(x) with bounded support has 
the form 

(F, 9) = | o(x) du(a), 
where pu is Some positive measure (not necessarily finite). 

Conversely, every positive measure pu defines a positive linear function 

F on K by the above formula. 
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To prove this theorem we will first show that any positive linear 
functional on K can be extended, preserving its positivity, to the space 
C of all continuous functions having bounded supports. The topology 
in C is defined in the following manner: A sequence {9,,(x)} of functions 
in C converges to zero if every one of the functions @,,(x) vanishes outside 
some fixed ball | x | < a and the sequence {q,,(x)} converges uniformly 
to zero. 


Lemma 1. Every positive linear functional on the space K is continu- 
ous on K relative to the topology of C. 


Proof. Let {,,(x)} be a sequence of functions in K, converging to 
zero in the sense of the topology of C. In other words, suppose that the 
@»(*) vanish outside the ball | x | < @ and converge uniformly to zero. 
Then for any « > 0) there is an m such that 


—€ < Prl(*) Se (1) 


for m > n. We multiply every term of (1) by a positive function a(x) € K 
such that a(x) = 1 for |x| <a. Since (x)= 0 for |x| >a, 
a x)p,,(x) = —,,(x). Therefore we obtain 


—€a(x) < M(x) < €a(x). 
Applying the positive functional F to this inequality, we obtain 
—e(F,e) < (Fionn) < €(F, 2). 


Since ¢ is arbitrary, it follows that lim,, ,,(/, o,,) = 0.1 This proves the 
continuity of F relative to the topology of C. 

Similar considerations show that if a sequence of functions (¢,,,(x)} 
in K is fundamental in the sense of the topology of C, and F is a positive 
linear functional, then the numerical sequence {(F, ¢,,)} is also fundamen- 
tal. From this it follows that every positive linear functional on K can be 
extended by continuity to the space C of continuous functions having 
bounded supports. 

In fact, if g(x) e C, then there exists a sequence {,,(x)! in K which 
converges to g(x) in the topology of C. One can set, for example, 


'The funetional F eannot be applied directly to the terms of inequality (1), since a 
constant does not have bounded support. We will frequently apply the device of multi- 
plying by a funetion o(x) in similar cases further on. 
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n(x) = y * u(x), where {a,,(x)} is some d-sequence,? consisting of 
functions in K. But then the functions {y,,(x)} form a fundamental 
sequence in the sense of the topology of C. By an earlier remark the 
numerical sequence {(F, ¢,,)} also will be fundamental. Setting (F, ¢) 
= lim, (Ff, y,,), we extend F to the function m. The reader can convince 
himself without difficulty that the linear functional thus obtained is 
continuous on all of C. It is also positive on C, since if (x) € C is positive, 
the approximating sequence {y,,(x)} can likewise be chosen positive 
(choosing, for example, the functions of the 5-sequence to be positive). 
But then we obtain 


(F, p) = lim (F, pm) > 0 


Thus, we have proven that every positive linear functional on K can 
be extended in a unique way, preserving its positivity, to the space C of 
continuous functions having bounded supports. We now give a descrip- 
tion of positive linear functionals on C. 


Lemma 2. Every positive linear functional on C is given by 


(F, 9) = | oe) du(x), 
where yz Is Some positive measure (generally speaking, not finite). 


Proof. The functional F is defined on every continuous function 
having bounded support. Therefore it is defined also on every space 
C(a) consisting of those continuous functions »(x) such that (x) = 0 
for | x | >a. By a theorem of ‘ Riesz, on each of the spaces C(a) the 
functional F has the form (F, ~) = f o(x) du,(x), where yz, is a positive - 
measure defined in the ball | x ie a. Since the measures yz, are uniquely 
defined by the values of F, then for a < 5 the measures yp, and py, 
coincide in the ball | x | < a. Therefore there exists a measure » which 
coincides in each ball | x | < a with the measure »,. But then 


(F, 9) = | ox) du(x) 


for any function g(x) EC. 


2 By a d-sequence or a $-convergent sequence we mean a sequence of functions {pm(x)} 
such that 


lim im | f@)on(x) de = (8 f) = f(0) 


for any bounded continuous function f(x). If {g,(x)} is a 5-sequence, then {p*(x)} is 
also a 6-sequence. The termwise convolution {9m * %m(x)} of two 8-sequences is a 
d-sequence. 
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From Lemmas | and 2 it follows at once that every positive linear 
functional on K is given by a positive measure yp. This proves the first 
part of Theorem |. The converse (second part of Theorem |)—every 
positive measure »z defines a positive linear functional 


(F,~) = { o(x) d(x) 


on K—is obvious. This completes the proof of Theorem |. 


2.2. The General Form of Positive Generalized Functions on the Space $ 


Now we consider the space S of infinitely differentiable functions, 
rapidly decreasing as | x|—> 00 together with their derivatives of all 
orders (we recall that (x) is called rapidly decreasing if lim,,,,,.| x(x), 
= 0 for every R). 

Suppose that we are given a positive linear functional F on S. Then 
we are also given a positive linear functional on K (since K is contained 
in S, and convergence in K implies convergence in S). In view of the 
results of Section 2.1, there exists a positive measure yz such that F can 
be represented in the form 


(F, 9) = | ox) du(x) (2) 


for every function g(x) € K. 

In order that (2) be meaningful for every function y(x) € S, the measure 
uw has to satisfy certain growth conditions at infinity. Namely, we will 
show that the continuity of the functional F relative to the topology of 
S implies the convergence of the integral 


f+ [x Py u(x) 


for some p > 0 (or, as we will usually say, the measure p is tempered). 
In order to prove the necessity of this condition, we use the following 
lemma of Fatou.? 
Let p be a positive measure, and {y,,(x)} a sequence of positive functions 
such that § pn(«) du(x) < A for every m. If limp so Pm(X) = 9(x) at 
every point x, then 


{ 96%) dulx) < A. 


Cf. I. P. Natanson, “Theory of Functions of a Real Variable,’ Volume I, p. 160. 
Ungar, New York, 1955. 
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In view of this lemma, to prove that » is tempered it suffices to construct 
a sequence {,,(x)} of positive functions in K such that f[ 9,,(x) du(x) < | 


and 
lim g(x) = AQ + |x PY? 


for some A > QO and p > 0. This sequence is constructed in the follow- 
ing way. 

From the continuity of F relative to the topology of S follows the 
existence of a neighborhood U of zero in S such that |(F, »)| < 1 for 
every  & U. In view of the definition of the topology in S this neighbor- 
hood is defined by positive integers p and k and a number 7, and consists 
of those functions g(x) € S satisfying, for | ¢| <k, the inequality 


sup |(1 + | x /P)?p'(x)| < 9. 
The desired functions 9,,(x) are defined by 
x — 
P(X) = Aa (=) (1 + | */?)-?, 
where a(x) is any infinitely differentiable function with bounded support 
such that a(x) = 1 for |x| <1. For sufficiently small values of A 
each of the ,,(x) belongs to the neighborhood U of zero* and therefore 


(F, om) <1. But since the »,,(x) have bounded supports, (F, ¢,,) is 
given by formula (2). Consequently the ¢,,(x) satisfy the inequality 


{ em(x) d(x) <1. (3) 
Moreover, by the construction of the ,,(x) we have 
im a(x) = ACL + |B)” 
for every x. Passing to the limit in (3), we obtain, by Fatou’s lemma, 
A{(L+ | xP)? du(x) <1. 
But this shows that pz is tempered. 


Thus, if a functional F, defined by (2), is continuous relative to the 
topology of S, then the measure , corresponding to it is tempered. 


* This follows easily from inequalities of the form 


[+ pe 1?)-7 < C1 + | xf)? 
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Conversely, if 4 is a positive tempered measure, then the integral [ p(x) 
du(x) converges for every g(x) € S and defines a linear functional on S. 
The continuity of this functional easily follows from the definition of 
the topology in S. 

We are now in a position to prove that formula (2) is valid for every 
g(x) € S. In fact, we have seen that the linear functionals (F, ») and 
J p(x) du(x) coincide on the everywhere dense set in S consisting of 
functions having bounded supports. Moreover, both functionals are 
continuous relative to the topology of S. From this it follows that these 
functionals coincide over all of S. 

Thus, we have proven the following theorem. 


Theorem 2. Every positive generalized function F on the space S 
is given by a tempered measure p; 


(F, 9) = | o(x) du(x). (2) 


Conversely, if is a positive tempered measure, then (2) defines a positive 
generalized function on S. The definition of a tempered measure is 
given on p. 140. 


2.3. Positive Generalized Functions on Some Other Spaces® 


We now apply the method, used in order to describe positive general- 
ized functions on S, to a substantially wider class of linear topological 
spaces, in particular to spaces of type K{/,} and their unions. 

Concerning the definition of spaces of type K{M,,}, cf. Chapter I, 
Section 3.6. We will restrict ourselves here to considering spaces K{M,} 
for which the following conditions are satisfied: 


(a) The (x) are infinitely differentiable outside some neighborhood 
of zero (which is the same for all p) and are nowhere infinite; 

(b) for any p there are numbers gq, a, and C such that if |x| >a 
and 1 <|k| <p, then 

1 7”  ¢ 
Lil <a 

For such spaces K{/V/,} the positive generalized functions are described 

by the following theorem. 


° This section can be omitted at the first reading. 
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Theorem 3. If the sequence of functions /,(x) satisfies conditions 
(a) and (b), then a positive generalized function F on K{M,,} is given 
by a positive measure yu such that the integral f [7,,(x)]~! du(x) converges 
for some p. Conversely, every positive measure » such that the integral 
J £,(*)]"! du(x) converges for some p defines a positive generalized 
function on K{M,}. 

The proof of this theorem proceeds in a manner entirely analogous 
to that of the corresponding theorem for the space S, which is the 
particular case of the space K{,,} corresponding to M(x) = (1 + | x /?)?. 
We leave it to the reader to carry through the details of the correspond- 
ing proofs. 

We now consider a union of spaces of type K{M,,}. Such a union is 
given by a doubly indexed sequence of functions {M,,,(x)}. We require 
that for each fixed r the functions Mi) satisfy conditions (a) and (b) 
and the condition | < M,,(x) < M,,(x) < .... We will denote the space 
Sai eae to the sequence of functions {M,,,(x)} (for fixed r) by 

K,{M,,}. Suppose now that for each p one has M,,,, < M,,. Then if a 
function ¢(x) belongs to the space K,{M,,}; it also belongs to the space 

K,.1{M,.1,,}. Thus, we obtain an increasing chain of spaces 


KYiMjy} C Ki Mop} C ... 


The union of these spaces, with the corresponding topology, will also 
be called a space of type K{M,,,} (a sequence {g,,(x)} in K{M,,,} converges 
to zero if all the ¢,,(x) belong to some one space K,{M,,,} and converge 
to zero in this space). 

Positive generalized functions on spaces of type K{M, 
by the following theorem. 


rp 


»} are described 


Theorem 4. Suppose that we are given a doubly indexed sequence 
{M,,,(x)} of functions satisfying conditions (a) and (5) above, and also the 
inequalities 


1 < M,,(*) < M,.(x) < 
M,,(*) 2 M,, 1 p(X). 


Every positive generalized function on aut is given by a positive 
measure y» such that for any 7 the integral f [,,,(x)]~’ du(x) converges 
for some p. Conversely, if ~ is a positive measure such that for any r the 
preceding integral converges for some p, then (F, ~) = f 9(x) du(x) 
defines a positive generalized function on K{M,,, 
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Let us consider, for example, the space S,, consisting of infinitely 
differentiable functions (x) satisfying the inequalities 


| x¥p'(x)| < C,A*k, 


where the constants C, and A depend upon (x). 
As was shown in Volume II (Chapter IV, Section 3.1), this space is a 
space of type K{M,,}, where 


M,,(x) = exp [7*(1 — p~)| x |/*]. 


We have, from Theorem 4, the following description of positive linear 
functionals on S,. 


Theorem 5. Every positive linear functional on S, is given by a 
positive measure » such that for any r > 0 the integral 


a 


[ expl—1L — p)) x 2/9] dun) (3) 


converges for some p > 0. Conversely, if a measure y is such that for 
each r > Q the integral (3) converges for some p > 0, then (F, y) = 
J v(x) du(x) defines a positive linear functional on Sy. 

We remark that the condition that for any r > 0 the integral (3) con- 
verge for some p > 0 is equivalent to the condition that the integral 
fexp (—a | x |!/*) du(x) converge for any a > 0. 


2.4. Multiplicatively Positive Generalized Functions 


Many of the spaces which we are considering (in particular, the spaces 
K and S) are linear algebras, i.e., the products of functions belonging 
to one of these spaces also belong to this same space. In such spaces 
there exists, together with the concept of positivity which was investigated 
above, another concept—that of multiplicative positivity. It will be 
used further on in an essential way for the study of positive-definite 
generalized functions. 

A generalized function F is called multiplicatively positive if (F, 9@) 
> 0 for every test function (x).® 


‘The spaces considered contain, together with every function g(x), the function 
g(x). The passage from ¢(x) to g(x) has the usual properties of an involution, 
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Every positive generalized function 1s multtplicatively positive. In 
fact, since g(x)p(x) > 0, the inequality (F, 4) > 0 for all positive test 
functions implies the inequality (F', ¢@) > 0 for all test functions g(x). 

The converse statement is in general false—there exist linear spaces 
(for example, the space of all real polynomials in two variables) in which 
the validity of the inequality (F, p¢) > 0 for all test functions p belonging 
to the space does not by itself imply the inequality (F, 4) > 0 for all 
positive test functions 7(x) in the space (cf. Section 7). However, for the 
spaces K and S every multiplicatively positive generalized function 1s 
positive. 

We will first carry out the proof of this assertion for the space K. 
Let F be a generalized multiplicatively positive function on K. Since 
F is continuous, it suffices, for the proof of its positivity, to show that 
the functions of the form ¢(x)gy(x) are everywhere dense in the set of 
positive functions in K.’ 


Let us consider a positive function (x) ¢ K. This function vanishes 
for |x| >a for a > 0 sufficiently large. We denote by a(x) a positive 
function in K such that o(x) = | for |x| <a, and we set ¢,,(x) = a(x) 


V(x) + 1/m. Then obviously ¢,,(x) belongs to K,8 and the sequence 


¢,(%) = %,,(*)@,,(x) converges to ¥(x) in the topology of K. 

Thus, we have proven that the set of all functions of the form (x) p(x) 
is everywhere dense in the set of positive functions in K. Therefore the 
validity of the inequality (Fg) > 0 for all functions g(x) € K implies 
that of the inequality (F, %) >0 for all positive (x) € K,i.e., the 
positivity of F. 

Let us now prove that the concepts of positivity and multiplicative 
positivity coincide for generalized functions on the space S. 

Suppose that (x) is a positive function in S. There exists a sequence 
of positive functions g,,(x)€ K converging to (x) in the topology of 
S.° Therefore the set of positive functions in K is everywhere dense 
in the set of positive functions in S. But as we have seen above, the set of 
functions of the form y(x)p(x), where g(x) € K, is everywhere dense in 
the set of positive functions in K. Since the imbedding of K into S is 


7 We note that the set of functions of the form p(x)@(x), g(x) € K, does not coincide 
with the set of all positive functions in K, This is connected with the fact that the function 
V (x) can have a break at those points where (x) = 0. 

8 Since u(x) + 1/m does not vanish, the function V h(x) + 1/m is infinitely differen- 
tiable. 

®For example, we set n(x) = o(x/m)g(x), where ao(x)e K, 0 < a(x) < 1, and 
a(x) = 1 in some neighborhood of x = 0. Then the sequence {¢,,(x)} has the required 
properties. 
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continuous, the set of functions of the form 9(x)g(x) is also everywhere 
dense in the set of positive functions in S. But then the positivity of a 
generalized function F follows from its multiplicative positivity. Thus, 
we have proven that the concepts of positivity and multiplicative positiv- 
ity also coincide in the space S.!° 

Since we know the general form of positive generalized functions on 
the spaces K and S, the assertions just proven imply the following 
theorems. 


Theorem 6. Every multiplicatively positive generalized function on 
the space K of all infinitely differentiable functions having bounded 
supports is given by a positive measure. 


Theorem 7. Every multiplicatively positive generalized function, 
on the space S of infinitely differentiable functions which are rapidly 
decreasing as | x | > 00 together with their derivatives of all orders, is 
given by a positive tempered measure. 


3. Positive-Definite Generalized Functions. Bochner’s Theorem 


In this section we find the general form of positive-definite general- 
ized functions on the spaces K and S. We will show that the positive- 
definite generalized functions on these spaces are Fourier transforms of 
positive tempered measures. We begin our consideration of positive- 
definite generalized functions with the space S, as this case is simpler. 


3.1. Positive-Definite Generalized Functions on $ 


A generalized function F on the space S is called posttive-definite, 
if (F, p * p*) >O for every g(x) eS, where p * p*(x) denotes the 
convolution of the functions g(x) and p*(x) = ¢(—-x); 


px o*(x) = | o(t)o(e — ») de. 


We show: The Fourier transformation carries positive-definite general- 
ized functions on S into multiplicatively positive generalized functions 


‘0 One can similarly prove that the concepts of positivity and multiplicative positivity 
coincide in any space © under the condition that the positive functions in K are every- 
where dense in the positive functions in ® and that the mapping of K into @ is continuous. 
This condition is fulfilled, for example, for all spaces K{M,,}. 


152 POSITIVE AND PosITIvE-DEFINITE FUNCTIONS Ch. II 


on S,! and every multiplicatively positive generalized function on S can 
be obtained in this manner. 

In fact, the Fourier transformation takes the convolution of the 
functions ¢,(x) and g(x) into the product of their Fourier transforms 
y(A) and y(A), and takes p*(x) into (A), where 4(A) is the Fourier 
transform of g(x). Therefore the Fourier transform of @ * p*(x) is 
YA)b(A), where (A) is the Fourier transform of ¢(x). 

Now since S is self-dual with respect to the Fourier transformation, 
any function of the form ¢(A)Y(A), where (A) € S, is the Fourier trans- 
form of a function of the form » * g*(x), g(x) € S. But by definition, 
one calls “‘the Fourier transformation of the generalized function F on 
S” that generalized function F on S for which (F, ¢) = (27)"(F, ¢) for 
every g(x) € S. Consequently, the validity of the inequality (F, p * *) 
> 0 for all g(x) € S is equivalent to that of the inequality (F, #4) > 0 
for all ¥(A)e S. Therefore the positive definiteness of a generalized 
function F on S is equivalent to the multiplicative positivity of its 
Fourier transform F. 

Since multiplicatively positive generalized functions on S are given 
by positive tempered measures (cf. Section 2.2), one has the following 
theorem. 


Theorem 1. In order that a generalized function Fon S be positive- 
definite, it is necessary and sufficient that it be the Fourier transform 
of a positive tempered measure. 


3.2. Continuous Positive-Definite Functions 


In this section we consider a special case of positive-definite generalized 
functions on the space S—that of continuous positive-definite functions. 
A continuous function f(x) is called posttive-definite, if for any real 
numbers x,, ..., x,, and complex numbers &,, ..., €,, one has 


> fore — xd, > (1) 


i,k=1 


We will show that a continuous positive-definite function f(x) is a 
positive-definite generalized function on S. Before proving this, let us 


1 We recall that the space S is self-dual with respect to the Fourier transformation. 
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establish some simple properties of continuous positive-definite func- 
tions. 

In the first place we note that if f(x) is positive-definite, then f(x) 
is also, since 


m m 
Fee — x Epes = >; Fee — x EE; > 0. 

jjk=l j,k=1 

We further note that inequality (1) denotes the positive definiteness of 
the matrix with elements f(x, — x,). It is known that the conditions 
for the positive definiteness of a matrix are that it be Hermitean and that 
its principal minors be nonnegative. From the first condition on the 
matrix || f(x; — %;) || we obtain 


f(—«) = f(*), 
and from the positivity of its diagonal elements it follows that 
fO) 2 9. 


Finally, since the numbers x, — «x, are arbitrary, the nonnegativity of the 
second-order principal minors implies 


f(0) f(x) 
f(—x) f(o)| 7° 


from which it follows that 


If) < f(0), 


1.e., f(x) is bounded. 

Thus we see that a positive-definite continuous function is bounded. 
Since every continuous bounded function f(x) defines a generalized 
function 


(f,.~) = { F@o) dx 


on S, we obtain the following assertion: Every positive-definite continu- 
ous function defines a generalized function on S. 

We now show that this generalized function is positive-definite, i.e., 
that (f, p * p*) > O for every g(x) € S. To this end, we note that the 
expression (f, » * g*) can be represented as an integral 


{ F@ —Deo)o@) dx dy. 
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This integral is the limit as T — oo of the integral 


T : =F 
[J Fe veel) de dy 2) 


(since g(x) is summable and f(x) is bounded). But for each T the integral 
(2) is the limit of sums 


>» Fee — x/o(xx)p(%;) 4m, Ax, 


j 1 

which, in view of (1), are nonnegative. From this it follows that the 
inequality (f, Y *p*) > O holds for all g(x) eS, ie., the generalized 
function (f, ¢) is positive definite. 

This proves our assertion—the validity of inequality (1) for a con- 
tinuous function f(x) implies the inequality (f, p * m*) >0 for all 
g(x) € S. In particular, this last inequality holds for every g(x) € K. 

The converse assertion is also valid—if a continuous function f(x) 
is such that 


(Ap *e*) = | f@ —yee)e(y) dx dy > 0 (3) 


for every g(x) € S, then f(x) is positive definite, i.e., inequality (1) holds 
for all real numbers x,, ..., x,, and complex numbers &,, ..., &,,- We will 
actually prove the more general inequality 


{ Fe —y) d(x) duty) > 0, (4) 


where p is any finite measure which is concentrated on a bounded set 
(inequality (1) is a special case of inequality (4), in which the points 
X4, ++) X%» have p-measure €,, ..., €,, respectively, and f(x) is replaced 
by f(x). 

In fact, suppose that yu is a finite measure with bounded support. Let 
{y,,(x)} be a d-sequence of functions in the space K. Then the functions 


bn(X) = { en(e — y) du(y) 


also belong to K. In fact, there is an A such that p» and ¢g,,(x) vanish for 
|x| > A. But then p,,(x) = 0 for | x | > 2A and therefore the functions 
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Lt,(x) have bounded supports. Since the ¢,,(x) are infinitely differentiable, 
so are the y,,(x), and therefore the y,,(x) belong to K. 

The functions y,,(x) are such that for any bounded continuous func- 
tion f(x) one has 


lim (fi, Hy, * wt) = | fle — 9) dul) du). (5) 


In fact, 
(Fr em * 1h) = | F@— pm e)pen (2) dee do 


aoe eux 749) 
a { f(t — V)Om(U — X)pm(v — y) du dv du(x) du(y). 


Since {p,,(x)} is a 6-sequence, 
lim | f= D)pn(u — *)pm(v — y) du dv = fe — 9). 


Therefore, passing to the limit m— oo in (6), we obtain (5). 
Now let f(x) be such that (f, » « »*) > O for any g(x) ¢ h. Then we 
have 


(fs Bim * Un) 2 9. 


Passing to the limit m— oo and taking (5) into account, we obtain 
{ FG — 9) du(x) du(y) > 0. 


We have therefore proven that the validity of inequality (3) for all 
g(x) € K implies the validity of (4) for any finite measure with bounded 
support. In particular, from this it follows also that inequality (1) 1s 
satisfied. 

Thus we see that for continuous functions f(x) inequalities (1), (3), 
and (4) lead to mutually equivalent definitions of the notion of positive 
definiteness. 

We have carried out the arguments for functions of one variable; 
however, the assertion is also valid in the case of several variables. 

Now we proceed to the description of all continuous positive-definite 
functions (of several variables). 


Theorem 2. (Bochner). Every continuous positive-definite function 
f(*) is the Fourier transform of a finite positive measure p. 
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Proof. We have already seen that a continuous positive-definite 
function defines a positive-definite generalized function on the space S. 
By Theorem | (Section 3.1) there exists a positive tempered measure pz 
such that the generalized function (f, ~) is the Fourier transform of p. 
This means that 


(f.9) = (myn | BA) du(r) (7) 


for all functions p(x)e.S[G(A) is the Fourier transform of y(x)]. It remains 
for us to show that the measure p is finite (i.e., that f du(A) < + 0). 
For this we apply (7) to the functions 9,,(x) = a, * af(x), where 
{x,,(x)} is a 5-sequence in S. We obtain 


(fr Pn) = (2m [ G(X) do(Q). (8) 


Now we pass to the limit m— oo. Since the termwise convolution of 
two 6-sequences is a 6-sequence, {y,,(x)} is a 6-sequence. From this it 
follows that the left side of (8) tends to f(0) as m — oo. Now consider the 
right side of (8). From the relation 


him (A) = lim f et(**)—,(2) dx = (8, et(4s7) = | 
it follows that ¢,,(A) — | for any A as m — oo. Moreover, these functions 


are positive in view of the relation ¢,,(A) = | &,(A) |?. Hence it follows 
that 


tim [ Gal) dur) > { du) 
and therefore 
{ dur) < Qny-"f(0)2 
This proves the finiteness of p. 


The converse assertion is also true: 7f x is any finite positive measure, 
then its Fourter transform 


fw) = | et du(a) 
is a continuous posttive-definite function. 


2In fact, we have here equality. 
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We first prove that f(x) is continuous. Since yp is finite, for any « > 0 
there is an N > OQ such that 


{ du(A) < te. 
|A|>N 


Let | x, — *, | < «/2NM, where M is the p-measure of the ball | A| < N. 
Then it is easily seen that 


fle) ~ flea) <de+ fl exptiv®, ss)] ~ expli@s =)] | du) <«. 


This proves the continuity of f(x). To prove its positive definiteness, we 
note that 


m 


> I(x. — x ERE; = > £,€; { exp[i(A, x, — x,;)] du(A) 


J 


Since p is positive, we find that 


3 


S, expla, x1, | dur. 


j=1 


3 f(x — x EE; > 0, 


j,k=1 


l.e., that f(x) is positive definite. 


3.3. Positive-Definite Generalized Functions on K 


In Section 3.1 we described the totality of positive-definite generalized 
functions in S’. The space K’ is substantially richer in generalized 
functions than S’; nevertheless it turns out that in passing from S’ to 
K’ the totality of positive-definite generalized functions is not enlarged. 
In other words, although S’ C K’, the class of positive-definite functions 
in K’ is the same as that in S’. This class is described by the following 
theorem. 


Theorem 3. (Bochner—-Schwartz). Every positive-definite general- 
ized functionF on the space K of infinitely differentiable functions having 
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bounded supports is the Fourier transform of a positive tempered 
measure p, 1.e., can be written as 


(F, 9) = | $0) duQ). (9) 


Conversely, the Fourier transform of any positive tempered measure 
defines a positive-definite generalized function on K. 

The first step in the proof of this theorem will be to consider certain 
continuous functions F,(x) connected with the generalized function F. 
We prove the following assertion: 


Lemma 1. If Fis a positive-definite generalized function on K, and 
a(x) is any function in K, then the generalized function Fy = « « a* » F, 
defined for all pe K by 


(Fy, p) = (F, a * a* * @), 


is given by a continuous positive-definite function. 


Proof. ‘To show that F, is positive definite, we observe that since 
F is positive definite, 


(Fy, p *p*) = (F, a * at * p * p*) = (F, (a * y) * (a * p)*) SO 


for any pe K, ie., Fy is positive definite. As 0(x) = a * a*(x) 1s in- 
finitely differentiable and has bounded support, it is easy to verify that 


(Fa 9) = (F, 9 * 9) = (F, | Oy — x)p(y) ay) 
= | (Fy — x))p(y) dy 


for all pe K, and that (F, 6(y — x)) is a continuous (in fact, infinitely 
differentiable) function of y (it is understood that @(y — x) is considered 
as a function of x in the expression (F, 0(y — x)) ). In other words, 


setting F,(y) = (F, @(y — x)), we have 


(Fp) = | Fale)o(x) de. 


As the generalized function F, has already been shown to be positive 
definite, this proves the lemma. 

From this lemma and Bochner’s theorem, we have the following 
assertion. 
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Lemma 2. If F is a positive-definite generalized function on K, 
and o(x) is any function in K, then the generalized function 
Fy = «x a* * F has the form 


(Fas p) = | 60) dy,(), (10) 


where ¢(A) is the Fourier transform of g(x), and pe is a positive finite 
measure. 

Let us now consider the connection between measures py and pg 
corresponding to functions a(x), B(x) € K. In view of_the fact that the 
Fourier transform of 8 * 8* * g(x) is the function A(A)B(A)g(A), it follows 
from (10) that 


(F, (a a) » (B * B*) +p) = | FOI BOIP dua) (10 
and 


(F, (a a) * (B x B*) «q) = { GOI AA)P dug(d). (10) 
Since the left sides coincide, for every p(x) € K we have 


{ BEY BOYE dualr) = [ GE)| AO? dul), 


where ¢(A), the Fourier transform of g(x), belongs to the space Z. 
Since the space Z is sufficiently rich in functions,*® it follows from 
this that 


| BOA? dua(A) = | RA)? dpg(A). (11) 


We can now rewrite equation (10), eliminating a(x) from it. T’o do 
this we introduce a positive measure p, Setting 


d 
[ #0) dr) = [ 60) EE 


3 It follows from a lemma proven in Volume II (Chapter IV, Section 8.4) that 


{ 192) dx = 0 


for all g(x) € Z implies the vanishing of the continuous function f(x). This assertion 
carries over without difficulty to any finite positive measure (for example, using the 
convolution of the measure with a $-sequence). 
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for all g(x) € K. From (11) it follows that ~ does not depend upon the 
choice of a(x) €¢ K. By means of u, Eq. (10) can be written in the form 


(Fae ar 9) = f | aQege) BA — [| aayegey dita). (12) 


Denote the function a * a* « g(x) by u(x). Then (12) becomes 


(Fb) = | BO) dpa), (13) 


This formula is valid for every function %(x) which is representable in 
the form 


Y(x) = a * a* x Gx), (14) 


where a(x) and g(x) are any functions in K. 

Thus, (13) has been proved for functions (x) having the form (14). 
We now have to prove that (13) remains valid for every ¢(x) € K and that 
ps is tempered. 

The first of these assertions is easily concluded from the second. 
Indeed, if » is tempered, then the functional f (A) du(A) is continuous 
in the topology of S and a fortiori in that of K. But this functional 
coincides with the functional F on the set of all functions representable 
in the form (14). Since the set of such functions is everywhere dense in 
K, the functionals F and { xf(2) du(A) coincide on K, 1.e., (13) is valid 
for every function in K. 

Thus, it remains for us to prove the following lemma. 


Lemma 3. Let the positive measure yp be such that for all functions 
u(x) of the form (x) = a x a* x g(x), where a(x), p(x) € K, one has 


{ FA) dur) = (Fb, 


where F is a generalized function on K, and #(A) is the Fourier transform 
of (x). Then pz is tempered. 


Proof. Since F is continuous on K, it is continuous on all of the 
subspaces K(a) of K. Fix a > 0. Then there is a neighborhood U of 
zero in K(a) such that | (F, g) | < 1 for all g(x) € U. 

To prove that » is tempered, it is sufficient to construct a sequence 
of functions y,,(x), belonging to the previously given neighborhood U 
of zero in K(a) and having the following properties: 
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(1) The ¢,,(x) are of the form (14), for which the representation (13) 
is already proven, i.e., 


P(X) = Om * Lm * P(x); (15) 


where a, 9, € K; 
(2) tm(A) > 0, where #,,(A) is the Fourier transform of ¢,,(x); 
(3) lim,,..0 Ym(A) = @(A) exists for every A, and 


A 
OO > TTR oe 
where A > 0, p > O are certain numbers, and m is the number of 
variables. 

We call this sequence of functions and the corresponding limit func- 
tion &(A) a barrier sequence, since it makes it possible to estimate the 
growth of the measure p (such a barrier sequence was also constructed in 
studying positive generalized functions on S). 

Assume that we have constructed such a sequence. Since all the 
Um(x) belong to the neighborhood U of zero, one has | (F,%,)| < 1 
But since they are of the form (15), then 


(Fim) = | dnl) dela). 


Therefore | f f(A) du(A) | <1, or since » > 0, VPm(A) > < f %,,(A) 
du(A) <1. Passing to the limit m-—» oo and using ia S ee (cf. 
p. 145), we find that [ @(A) du(A) converges. In view of (16), it follows 
from this that 
(aoe 
Fe) alcaameen 
i.€., 2 iS tempered. 

Thus, Lemma 3 will be proven if we construct a barrier sequence. We 
proceed to construct such a sequence, belonging to a given neighborhood 
U of zero in K. 

Choose any a > 0; then UM K(a) is a neighborhood of zero in K(a). 
By definition of the topology in K(a) (cf. p. 20) one can find numbers 
p and 7 such that from | ¢'%(x) | < y for all ¢g,0 <|q| < 2p, it follows 
that g(x) ¢ UM K(a) (we assume g € K(a)). This number p is at the 
basis of the construction of the barrier sequence y¥,,(x). First we construct 
the limit function @(A). To do this we denote by (x) the function whose 
Fourier transform is 


HA) = (1+ [APP 
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Now we choose an infinitely differentiable function y(x) which vanishes 
for | x| > 4a, and set yo(x) = x(x) * x*(x), 


cx) = y(%)xo(x) = (x)Lx(x) * x*(x)]. 

Lemma 4. The function w(x) has the following properties: 

(1) w(x) = 0 for |x| > 3a, 

(2) 0) > A | AFP 

(3) all the derivatives of w(x) up to order 2p are bounded. 

Proof. Since y(x) = 0 for |x| > 4a, then x(x) * x*(x) =0 for 
| «| > $a. Consequently w(x) = y(x)[x(x) * y*(x)] = 0 for |x| > ga. 
Further, by definition 


ewi(z,A) 


OS Cee 


and so 


| y'@(x)| Ze (27) { | r are! = | r ap a dy. 


Since the integral converges for |q| < 2p, the derivatives y(x) are 
bounded for | g| < 2p. 

Now we estimate (A). Since the Fourier transformation takes a 
product into a convolution, and a convolution into a product, it follows 
from 


woe) = yx)[x(x) * x*(2)] 
that 
(X) = FA) * [ROPE = (1 + [APH | KONE, 
1.€., 
GA) = | LXE + [A= w Pret du, 


Choosing any number p > 0, we have 


GY > [LWP + 1A — wre du 
and for |A| > p we have 
BN> (Lt Ate Prrrsf 1 gw)iPdu = C+ [A+ p Pe. 


4 The derivatives of order 2p + | have a discontinuity at x = 0. 
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Setting 
A=C sup[(1 + JAS p[*)Pt"H4L + [A [?)-P 4, 


we arrive at inequality (16). This proves the lemma. 

The function w(x) which has been constructed has continuous 
derivatives only up to order 2p. However, if we convolute it with an 
infinitely differentiable function having bounded support, we obtain 
an infinitely differentiable function. We therefore construct the »,,(x) 
from w(x) in the following way. Choose a function a(x) vanishing, say, 
for |x| > }a, such that fo(x) dx = 1, and set «,,(x) = m™a(mx). 
We denote by £,,(x) the function «,,(x) * a(x) and construct y,,(x) 
according to 


Pn(%) == Cor(x) * Bm(%) * Bn(*). 


Lemma 5. The sequence {y,,(x)} is a barrier sequence, i.e., it 
satisfies the following conditions: 


(1) The ¢%,, are of the form 


Ym = Om * os = PinlX)s 
where a, Pp, € K(a); 
(2) P(A) > 0; 
(3) lim,,.0 %,,(A) = @(A), where 


A 


OO? TFTA 


Moreover, for sufficiently small C the functions %,,(x) belong to the 
given neighborhood U of zero in K(a). 
Proof. Set 
Pm(X) = Colm * Oy * cn(%). 


Since p(x) = Cw * By * BA(x), where B,,(x) = op, * aX(x), then u,,(x) 
= Qn * A, * Pp(X). From the very construction of ¢g,,(x) it is clear that 
@m € K(a), and therefore condition | is fulfilled. 


Further, we have #,,(A) = &(A) | B,,(A) |? >0. Let us now find 
lim, sco Wm(A). Since 


Pld) = GA)| Bm(A)|2 = GA) Sm (AI4, 
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it suffices to find lim,, ,.o &,(A); 


Tim &,(X) == lim m-" { of mx)ei42) dx 


= jim { ag x)elt/7) (A,ar) dx = { of x) dx = l, 


and so lim,, ,« Pimn(A) = @(A), 1.e., condition 3 1s also fulfilled. 

It remains to show that for sufficiently small values of C the 4,,(x) 
all belong to the neighborhood U of zero. For this we note that for any 
functions g(x), (x) one has 


Lp + H(x)]' = pl * (x) 


and therefore 


sup | [p * o(x)]| < sup | p'(x)| | | $(x)| de. 


Apply this inequality to the ¥,,(x). For every m one has 


2 


J Bm = Bits) dx = | { Bate) dx | = | [ome * on) a 
Vise | fata) de | = L. 


= | mC) dx } = | me fom) dx 


Since w(x) has bounded derivatives of order g, 0 <|q| < 2p, there is 
an M such that 


sup | w'(x)|/ <M, O<|q| < 2p. 


Consequently, for C = 7/M the functions u,,(x) satisfy the inequalities 


sup | ¥(x)| <7 O<|q| <2 


and therefore belong to the neighborhood U of zero. This proves the 
lemma. 

Thus, the existence of barrier sequences is proved, and from this, 
as was mentioned, follows Lemma 3. 

We have already shown that Lemma 3 implies the validity of formula 
(13) for all functions in K. In other words, we have proven that any 
positive-definite generalized function on K is given by 


(F, ¥) = | $0) dQ), (17) 
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where #(A) is the Fourier transform of x(x) and yu is a positive tempered 
measure. But this assertion is simply the Bochner—Schwartz theorem. 

We mention that the Bochner-Schwartz theorem can also be 
formulated in the following way. 


Theorem 3’. Any multiplicatively positive generalized function F 
on Z has the form 


(Fg) = | eA) du0r), 


where pz iS a positive tempered measure. 
The next result follows without difficulty from the Bochner—Schwartz 
theorem. 


Theorem 4. Every positive-definite generalized function F on K can 
be represented in the form 


F = (1 — Ay#(x), (18) 


where f(x) is a continuous positive-definite function, and J is the Laplace 
operator 


n 92 
a=, Omg 


Indeed, let F be the Fourier transform of the generalized function F. 
By the Bochner-Schwartz theorem, F is given by 


ae bo 


(F, 6) = | 60%) dul), 


where pz is a positive tempered measure. Therefore there is a p such that 
the integral f(1 + | A |?)~? du(A) converges. Set 


d(A) = (1 + | APY? dul). 


The measure v is positive and finite. Therefore its Fourier transform 
is a continuous positive-definite function f;(x): 


file) = | et day, 
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The function f(x) = f,(x) is also positive definite. Now from dy (A) 
= (1 + |A |?)” dA) it follows that 


(F,g) = (2n)-(F, 8) = | GA) du) 
= foley + [A [2 do(A) de 
= JIL = Ape yle® dr) de 
= | 1 — A)o(x)] fils) de 
= | (1 ~ 4)*(x)] fe) de = (f, (1 — 4)*9) 


for every g € K. But this means that F = (1 — A)pf. 

The converse is also true: Every generalized function of the form 
(1 — 4)*f, where f(x) is a continuous positive-definite function, is positive 
definite. 


3.4. Positive-Definite Generalized Functions on Z 


lt is easier to find the positive-definite generalized functions on Z 
than on K and S. Let y(z) be some function from Z. We will denote 
by @*(z) the function g(—2z). Obviously p*(z) € Z. The notation p*(z) 
is justified by the fact that for real values of z, p*(z) = ¢(—2) 

We will call a generalized function F on Z positive-definite if, for every 
p EZ, 


(F,p *p*) 2 0. 


But the Fourier transformation carries the function g « p*(z) into the 
function | (A) |?, where 4(A) is the Fourier transform of g(z) and lies 
in K. Also, every function of the form | (A) |?, #(A) € K, can be obtained 
in this way. From this it follows that the Fourier transform of a positive- 
definite generalized function F on Z isa multiplicatively positive general- 
ized function F on K. Since by Theorem 6 of Section 2 all multiplicatively 


5 If we consider functions in Z for real values of their argument, we obtain functions 
belonging to S. These functions can be convoluted. Now it is easily seen that convoluting 
the functions g(x) and (x) corresponding to the functions g(z) and ¢(z) from Z, we 
obtain a function @ * %(x) which also corresponds to some function from Z (this can 
be seen more simply by taking Fourier transforms). We denote this function from Z 
by ¢ * #(z). 


3.5 Positive- Definite Generalized Functions 167 


positive generalized functions on K are defined by positive measures, 
and any positive meaSure defines a multiplicatively positive generalized 
function on K, we arrive at the following theorem. 


Theorem 5. Positive-definite generalized functions on Z are Fourier 
transforms of positive measures. Conversely, the Fourier transform of 
any positive measure is a positive-definite generalized function on Z. 


3.5. Translation-Invariant Positive-Definite Hermitean Bilinear Functionals 


Positive-definite generalized functions most frequently turn up in 
connection with translation-invariant positive-definite bilinear func- 
tionals. We will now examine this connection in detail. For simplicity 
we will consider bilinear functionals on the space K, although the results 
to be obtained can without particular difficulty be extended to other 
spaces of test functions. 

A functional B(g, %), where ¢, % range over the space K, is called a 
Hermitean bilinear functional, if 


(1) for fixed %(x), B(p, x) is a linear functional in g(x), continuous 
in the topology of K, 


(2) for fixed g(x), B(y, ys) is a linear functional in #, continuous in the 
topology of K. 


A bilinear functional B(g, x) is called translation-invartant if its value 
does not change under simultaneous translation of g(x) and (x) by 
the same vector h; 


Blp(~), $@)] = Ble + h), ox + A). (19) 
Let us exhibit the general form of such functionals. To do this, we note 


that the value of a convolution ¢ « 4* remains unchanged under simul- 
taneous translation of g(x) and ¢(x) by the same vector h. Indeed, let 


p(x) = g(x + A), (x) = (x + h). Then 
v1 * He) = | eal — ) dy 
= fo + hyk(y + h — x) dy 


= | oO — ») dy = p x ¥*(a), 
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Set 
By, $) = (Fp * $*), (20) 


where F is any generalized function on K. An elementary calculation 
shows that B(p, %) is a Hermitean bilinear functional on K. From the 
invariance of m * %* relative to simultaneous translation of g(x) and 
y(x) by the vector A it follows that B(g, 4) is translation-invariant. We 
will show that any translation-invariant Hermitean bilinear functional 
on K can be written in the form (F, ¢ * p*), where F is a generalized 
function on K, 

This assertion is based upon the kernel theorem for the space K, 
discussed in Chapter I. It follows from this theorem that every Hermitean 
bilinear functional B(g, 4) on K can be written in the form 


Bp, $) = (Fi, ox (0), 


where F, is a linear functional on the space K, of infinitely differentiable 
functions of x and y (i.e., of 2” variables x, ..., X,3 Vay --+) Vy) With 
bounded supports. aes 

Since the linear combinations of functions of the form (x)d(y), 
where g(x) and #(y) range over K, are everywhere dense in K,, it follows 
from (19) that 


(Fy, o(«, ¥)) = (Fr v(x + hy +h). (21) 


Thus, the generalized function F, is invariant under simultaneous 
translation of the arguments x and y by a vector h. 
But every generalized function Fj, satisfying (21), has the form 


(Fi, p(x, 9) = (F, x0), (22) 


where F is some. generalized function on K, and y(¥) is defined by 


(9) = J ole, x — 9) de. 


Indeed, let us introduce a generalized function F, on K, by setting 


(Fo, Hx, ¥)) = (Fi, W(x + yx — y)). (23) 


It follows from (21) that F, is invariant under translation of x by 4. 
It was shown in Volume I (Chapter I, Section 4.1) that such a generalized 
function is given by 


(Fa Hx, 9)) = (FO)s | 9) 4x), (24) 
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where F is a generalized function on K. Setting 
(x,y) = p(ax + 39, — $Y), 
we find from (23) and (24) that 


(F, 969) = (Fa 9) = (Ff os y) de) 
ats (F, { o(dx cs 3y, ax > $Y) dx) =2 (F, | ole, ==) dx) 


This proves (22) (the factor 2 can be absorbed into F). 
From (22) it follows that for functions of the form (x, y) = ¢(x)(y) 
the generalized function F, is given by 


(Fir), (00) = (Ff oo — 9) dx) = (Fp ed") (25) 
But 
(F,, (x4) = Be, #). 


We thus obtain the following result: Every translation-invariant 
Hermitean functional B(g, ¥) on K has the form B(9, 4) = (F, @ * #*), 
where F is some generalized function on K. 

A bilinear functional B(y, #) on K is called positive-definite, if 
B(g, v) > 0 for every y € K. If B(g, 4) is moreover translation-invariant, 
then the generalized function F corresponding to it satisfies (F, y * p*) 
> 0, 1.e., Fis also positive definite. 

Availing ourselves of the Bochner—-Schwartz theorem (cf. Section 3.3), 
which gives a representation of positive-definite generalized functions 
by means of tempered measures, and taking into consideration that 
@ * p* = G(A)G(A), we obtain the following result. 


Theorem 6. Every translation-invariant positive-definite Hermitean 
bilinear functional B(g, %) on K has the form 


By, #) = | GAO) du), 
where » is Some positive tempered measure and ¢(A), P(A) are the 
Fourier transforms, respectively, of g(x) and (x). 
3.6. Examples of Positive and Positive-Definite Generalized Functions 


In this section we present various examples of positive and positive- 
definite generalized functions on S and on other spaces. 
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We will begin with functions of one variable. The simplest positive 
functions are the monomials x?”. Since the Fourier transform of a 
positive generalized function is positive definite, and the Fourier 
transform of x?” is® (—1)"276@™)(x), we obtain the following result: 
The generalized function (—1)"6@™(x) is positive definite. This result, 
however, is easily obtained directly by computing the integral 


(—1)" [ 82™(x — y)o(x)p(y) de dy = (—1)™ | p2™(x)h@) de. 
Integrating by parts m times, we find that this integral is equal to 
[ [p'm@)P de > 0. 


This result is connected with the following general fact: If F 1s posttive- 
defimte, then (—1)™ (d?™F/dx’™) is also positive-definite. Indeed, 


2m qm 
(-1" Tam? *~*) = (F, (—1)" Fam ¥ * 9*) 
— (F, gm) * (p(x) *) = 0. 


If A > —1, then the generalized function | x |* is positive. In fact, 
it is defined by 


(1x 14, 9(e)) = fl p(x) ae 


and it is clear that (| x |“, y(x)) > 0 for p(x) > 0. The Fourier transform 
of the generalized function | x |* is 


—2 sin(dAm)I'(A + 1)| x [7-47 


(cf. Volume I, Cnapi II, Section 2.3). Thus, forA > —1 the generalized 
function —2 sin (4Az) ra + 1)| x |74-1 is positive definite. One can 
similarly show the positive definiteness, for A > —1, of the generalized 
functions 


ie* 4 T() + 1)(« -+ 10)" 
and 
—ie ATA 4 1)(x — 10)-*-1 


6 We will find it convenient, throughout this paragraph, to use the same symbol for 
the argument of a function and that of its Fourier transform. 
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(they are the Fourier transforms of the positive generalized functions 
x and x*). 

The situation is otherwise for A < —l. Thus, for example, for 
A > — m-—- | the generalized function x‘, is defined by 


(x19) = i |o(x) — DE * 90)| dx 


+f 9a) de + gO (26) 


(k= TO A) 


This expression can take on negative values for positive test functions 
g(x). However, if g(x) is such that g(0) = ¢’(0) = ... = p™ (0) = 0, 
then (26) becomes 


(4.9) = [ xto(a) ae. 


Therefore for A > — m — | the generalized function x’ is not positive 
on the entire space of test functions, but only on its subspace consisting 
of those functions gy for which ¢(0) = 9’(0) =... = ae = 0. 
An analogous remark applies also to the generalized function x* 

It follows that for —2m — 1 <A the inequalities (x1, p¢) > 0 and 
(x", p@) > O are fulfilled if 


(0) = 0) = .. = pi" V0) = 0. (27) 


Indeed, in this case every derivative of the function (x) (x) up to 
and including the (2m — |)st vanishes for x = 0, and therefore one has 


(et, PG) = [ x" | p(x)|? dx > 0 
0 


and a similar inequality for x”. Considering the Fourier transforms of 
the generalized functions x4 and x’, we find that the generalized func- 
tions 
ie A(X 4 1)( + i0)-2-2 
and 
eM (A 4 1)(x — 10)" 


are not positive definite, for —2m — 1 <A, on the entire space S, but 
only on a certain subspace of S. It can be shown that this subspace consists 
of those functions for which every moment m, = 2 x*p(x) dx of 
order up to and including the (m — 1)st vanishes.t 


t Presumably m is the smallest integer satisfying —-2m —] < A. 
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In other words, 
(ie! **T(A + 1)(x + 10)-*-1, @ * p*(x)) > 0 


for every y(x) € S such that 
{ x*p(x) dx = 0, 0<k<m—l. 


Let us now consider the generalized functions of the form (ax + bx 
+ c)*. These functions were studied in Volume I (Chapter II, Section 
2.6), where their Fourier transforms were obtained. The generalized 
function (1 + x”) is positive for any real A. Therefore its Fourier 
transform 


Fay Ale DK 00) 


is positive definite for any real A. 
The generalized functions (x? — 1), and (x? — 1) are positive for 
A > — 1. Therefore for A > — | their Fourier transforms 
PA + 1) VaBl x AN) #1) 
and 


TA + 1) Vahl «Jaa! #) 


are positive definite. 
For positive integer values m, the generalized functions 


(1 — <) 3(x) 


and 
2m(—1" (1+ ar)” Ble) + (1 VCH 8 Ene) 


which are the Fourier transforms respectively of the positive generalized 
functions (x? + 1)” and (x? — 1)”, are positive definite. 

Let us now consider functions of several variables. For A > — n the 
generalized function r* is defined by 


(r4, p) = Q, i. r3tn-1S (r) dr, 


where 2,, denotes the “surface area” of the n-dimensional unit sphere 
[2,, = 2n'"/T($n)], and S,(r) denotes the average of the function 
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g(x) over the sphere of radius r. From this formula one sees that the 
generalized function r’ is positive for 4 > —n. Consequently, its 
Fourier transform 


Tha + 4n) =e 
I'(—¥A) 


rh a DAtn ayn 


is positive definite for A > — n. 
If —n—2m<XA< —n — 2m + 2, the generalized function r’ is 
defined by 


(r*,9) = 2, { : per [s,(7) = by oa s2o)| dr. 


In this case 7’ is positive on the subspace consisting of those functions 
g(x) for which 


S$ (0) =:8"0) =.= S@-0) = 0. (28) 


According to formula (6) of Volume I (Chapter I, Section 3.9) condi- 
tion (28) can be represented in the form 


90) = 490) = .. = A") = 0,  4= >. (29) 


2 
k=1 Ox, 


Thus, we have proven that the generalized function (r’, p), where 


rh = (x2 +... x2), 0 —n — Am <A < —n — 2m 4 2, 


is positive on the subspace consisting of those test functions satisfying 
condition (29). 

More complicated examples of positive and positive-definite general- 
ized functions of several variables arise in considering generalized 
functions connected with quadratic forms (cf. Volume I, Chapter III, 
Section 2). 

For example, let P = Dj 421 2,4), be a quadratic form in x variables. 
Then the generalized functions P41 and P* are positive for A > —1. 
Therefore their Fourier transforms are positive-definite. 

These Fourier transforms are given by (Volume J, Chapter III, 


Section 2.6) 
Pi == 2n2Apin-I() 4. $n) eae tee 


2 V| D | 
x [ettderdrn(Q — i0)-A¥" — eteH7(Q + 10-19] (300) 
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and 
~~ l 
PA == —2MAgin-IT (A + IIA + $n) ——_——— 
: . Ot IEA 8) O57 D | 
x [e740 _— i0)-7-2" a4 e:74(O 4. 10)-*-4"), (31) 


where q is the number of negative terms in the canonical representation 
of Poo = Dik ,g/*x,x, is the quadratic form adjoint to P (i.e., for 
ea ae 12ne"" = 87"); D is the discriminant of P; and (QO + 10), 
(O — i0)* denote the generalized functions Q* + enti? and O41 + e-* 
Q* Sei ina 

Let us point out that for s > 0 and even, the generalized function 


(—1)"(ge)* * rn + 2a—2k 


where 
n 
—_ » gik ae 
ihe Ox; Ox, 


is positive definite, since it is the Fourier transform of the positive 
generalized function (c? + P)*/I'(s + 1). We will not give here the more 
complicated examples connected with the positive generalized functions 
(c? + P) and (c? + P)*, since the expressions for the Fourier trans- 
forms of these generalized functions are rather complicated. 

Up to this point we have considered examples of positive-definite 
generalized functions on the space K (or, what is the same, on the space 
S). Let us give examples of positive-definite generalized functions on 
the space Z. These generalized functions are Fourier transforms of 
positive generalized functions on K. Thanks to the fact that test functions 
in K have bounded supports, generalized functions on K can have any 
behavior at infinity. 

Consider, for example, the positive function e“*, a real. Its Fourier 
transform is the positive-definite generalized function 276(z — 1a), 


(2785(% — ta), p(z)) = 2n—p(za), 


on Z. 
In the same way, the Fourier transform of the positive generalized 
function exp ($x”) on K is the positive-definite generalized function 


(Fe) = —iV2n [ ep(z) dz 


ix 


on the space Z. 
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4. Conditionally Positive-Definite Generalized Functions! 
4.1. Basic Definitions 


One can obtain new positive-definite generalized functions from given 
positive-definite generalized functions, by applying to them differential 
operators of the form DD, where D = Xy_, a,(d*/dx") is a linear 
homogeneous constant-coefficient differential operator of order s,? and 
D denotes the operator (—1)* Ly, @,(d*/dx*). 


Indeed, from the easily proven relation 
DD(p « p*) = Dy * (Dp)* (1) 


it follows that (DDF, ¢ * p*) = (F, De * (De)*). Therefore the inequal- 
ity (DDF, » « p*) > 0 holds for any positive-definite generalized func- 
tion F. 

The converse assertion is not true—from the positive definiteness 
of the generalized function DDF it does not in general follow that F 
is itself positive-definite. For example, the function —.x? is not positive 
definite. However, applying DD to it, where D = d/dx, we obtain the 
positive-definite function DD(—«x?) = 2. 

We will call a generalized function F a conditionally positive-definite 
generalized function of order s if the inequality (DDF, 9 x y*) > 0 
holds for all test functions g(x) and all linear homogeneous constant- 
coefficient differential operators D of order s. Such generalized functions 
arise, for example, in the theory of generalized random processes in 
Chapter ITI. 

Using (1), we can formulate the definition of conditional positive 
definiteness in another way. Namely, a generalized function F is con- 
ditionally positive-definite if the inequality (F, g « »*) > 0 holds for all 
test functions of the form g(x) = Dy(x), where D is a linear homogeneous 
constant-coefficient differential operator of order s, and (x) is a test 
function. 

The study of conditionally positive-definite generalized functions ts 
more conveniently carried out by replacing them by their Fourier 
transforms. 


1 This section can be omitted at a first reading. It should be studied after reading 
Chapter III. 
2 As usual, d*/dx* denotes the operator 


Oki te thn 


— lki = aks 12 
Aackr .. xen , eat eee 
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Let us associate with each differential operator 


dk 
D == a.-—- 
|k\=s . dxk 
the polynomial 
l 
PQ) = ——- Qy(—iA)*. 
(A) (27)" a, ( ) 


Since the relation dkF Fldict = [(—id)*/(27)"]F is satisfied by any general- 
ized function, DF = P(A)F. It is easily shown that to the operator D 
corresponds the polynomial 


__! (7k 
Pa) = nye Dp. &(—id)*. 
Therefore the Fourier transform of the generalized function DDF is the 
generalized function PPF. Since the Fourier transformation takes the 
function p * p*(x) into the function ¢(A)@(A), the conditional positive 
definiteness of order s of a generalized function F is equivalent to its 
satisfying the inequality 


(PPF, yb) > 0 


for all homogeneous polynomials P of degree s and all functions ¢(A) of 
the dual space. 

In accordance with this we will call a generalized function F condi- 
tionally positive of order s, if the inequality (PPF, g@) > 0 holds for all 
homogeneous polynomials of degree s and all test functions g(x) (it would 
be more correct to call such generalized functions conditionally multi- 
plicatively positive, but for brevity we omit the word “‘multiplicatively’’). 

Since we will be interested in conditionally positive-definite generalized 
functions on the space K, we will consider conditionally positive general- 
ized functions on its dual space Z. 


4.2. Conditionally Positive Generalized Functions (Case of One Variable)* 


Here we shall ascertain the general form of conditionally positive 
generalized functions of order s, for functions of one variable. Since, 
for functions of one variable, x* is the only homogeneous polynomial of 


3 This case is the most important for the theory of random processes. The reader who is 
interested in the theory of random fields should also familiarize himself with Section 4.3, 
in which conditionally positive generalized functions of several] variables are considered. 
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degree s, the conditional positivity of a generalized function F is equival- 
ent to the multiplicative positivity of the generalized function x*F. 
But by the Bochner-Schwartz theorem given in Section 3, every 
multiplicatively positive generalized function on Z is given by a positive 
tempered measure. Thus, if F is a conditionally positive generalized 
function of order s, there exists a positive tempered measure v such that 


(F, (2) = | 9x) d(x) 


for all g(z)¢ Z. But any function of one variable ¥(z)e Z, having a 
zero of order 2s at z = O, can be represented in the form f(z) = 2**9(z), 
where ¢(z) also belongs to Z. Therefore the result which we have proven 
shows that 


d(x) 


yes 


(Fd) = | ¥@ (2) 
for any function %(z) € Z having a zero of order 2s at z = 0. 

It will be convenient for us to formulate this result in another way. 
To do this, we separate out the point x = 0 from the integral in (2). 
In view of the relation 


ao) 


lim 2s (2s)! , 


we obtain 


n= f wo B+ aA. (3) 


where £2, is the region complementary to the point x = 0, and the coefh- 
cient a is the v-measure of this point. Introducing a new measure dp(1) 
= dy(x)/x** in 29, we can rewrite (3) in the simpler form 


(FW) = fs) date) + @ (4) 


We have thus found the general form of the functional F on functions 
y(z) having a zero of order 2s at z = 0. Let us now find the general 
form of F on an arbitrary function %(z)¢Z. Choose any function 
a(z) € Z such that o(z) — | has a zero of order* 2s + | at z = 0, and 


4Such a function a(z) is easily constructed by considering a function of the form 
p(z)B(z), where B(z) € Z and p(z) is a polynomial of degree 2s -- 1, and suitably choosing 
the coefficients of p(z). 
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associate with every function ¢(z) € Z the function 


Bh )(Q) ek 
(2) = Y(z) — (2) 2 oo 
This function has a zero of order 2s at z = O, and therefore (4) is applic- 
able to it®; 
/ 0 
(F, 6) = ie (x) dyu(se) + a 0). 
29 
But 


FLO ¢ 


FN=F.H+ >" F, a(2)2*), 


and @'9)(0) = %')(Q); therefore 


Sun AY 28 
PW =f [wey ~ ae) SP x] aes) + a HE, 


where for brevity we have set a, = (F, a(z)z") forO < k < 2s — | and 
ay, = a = r(O). 

Since the measure » is finite on all bounded sets, fy—,,,-, d(x) << + © 
and therefore fy... , x** du (x) < + ©. 

Moreover, we note that a,, > 0 since a,, is the y-measure of the point 
x= 0; 


Thus, we have proven the following theorem: 


Theorem 1. Every conditionally positive generalized function F of 
order s of one variable, on the space Z, has the form 


eo) [ Hs) w() > eo x] dp(x) + > ay v ©) . (5) 


Here jc is a positive tempered measure such that the integral fy <).,. x8 
du(x) converges, x(z) is a function in Z such that a(z) — | has a zero of 


“We were not able to set simply 
2-1 


{k) 4) 
a2) = we)— So, 


! 
ron 


smee then the function 6(z) would not tend to zero along the real axis and would not 
belong to Z. 

We note that the function o{z) is not uniquely defined. The final expression for (F, ) 
depends upon the choice of «(z) and is therefore also nonunique. 
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order 2s 4 | at z = 0, a, >0, and a,, O<k < 2s — | are certain 
numbers. 

We mention that the converse assertion is also true—any generalized 
function F of the form (5), where , a(z), and the a, satisfy the conditions 
stated, 1s a conditionally positive function of order s. Indeed, if ¢(z) 
is any function in Z, then the function 2*%g(z)@(z) has a zero of order 
at least 2s at z == 0. Therefore all of its derivatives of order up to the 
(2s — 1)st inclusive vanish at z = 0. The derivative of order 2s equals 
(2s)!| p(O) |? for z = 0. 

Therefore 


(F, 2 p(2)G(2)) = [| o(x)[P due) + ase GO) (6) 


The integral in (6) converges at infinity, since » is tempered and the 
function x?5| (x) |? is rapidly decreasing. It also converges at zero, 
since by assumption the integral f,—.,-, x* du(x) converges. But 
since p is positive and a,, > 0, it follows from (6) that (F, 2*%¢(z)¢(z)) 
> 0. Thus we have proven that if the measure p, the function a(z), 
and the numbers a, satisfy the conditions of Theorem 1, then formula 
(5) defines a conditionally positive generalized function of order s. 


4.3. Conditionally Positive Generalized Functions (Case of Several Variables) 


In the case of several variables, a theorem analogous to Theorem | 


holds. 


Theorem 1’. Any conditionally positive generalized function F’ of 
order s on the space Z has the form 


Po) =f [rts ~ ae) S SGP] dats) + Dy a EP. 1 


Here p is a positive tempered measure, defined in the complement 
Qy of the point x = 0, such that the integral f,-,.,-, | x |?* du(x) 
converges, a(z) is a function in Z such that a(z) — | has a zero of order 
2s + | at z = 0%; the Os | &| = 2s, are numbers such that the Hermitean 
form Lai)= sisince Gut is positive-definite, and the a,, for | k| < 2s — l, 

are certain fixed numbers.’ 


®In other words, o(0) = 1 and «@(0) = 0 for 1 <[q| < 2s 
7 We set here, as everywhere in this book, | x | = (x? +... + 2)2; kl denotes Ry! ... Ral; 
z* denotes 2/1... 3%", and | k | denotes the sum k, + ... + Ry. 
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We first prove a special case of this theorem; namely, we indicate the 
general form of (F, ¢) for functions ¢(z) € Z of the form 


2) = D>) 2,2), — ga(z) €Z. (8) 


|k|=28 


Lemma 1. Let F be a conditionally positive generalized function of 
order s. Then for any function g(z) € Z which is a linear combination 
of functions z*p,(z), where |k| = 2s and 9,(z) eZ, F is given by 


a= [ odie) + Ya 2), (9) 


|A|=2s8 


Here p is a positive tempered measure such that the integral fy—,2) <1 
| x |?§ du(x) converges, and the a,, | k | = 2s, are numbers such that the 
Hermitean form Y);-\;)-5 @:1;6;€; 18 positive-definite. 

First we find the general form of F for functions of the form 9¢(z) 
== g*)(z), where y(z) € Zand | k| = 2s. Since for | k | = 2s a monomial 
z* can be written in the form 2* = 2%z/, where |7| = |j| =, the 
function 2*(z) can be represented in the form 


ahh(z) = (gat + 32’) p(z) — (92! — 32/)f(2). 


But for any homogeneous polynomial P(z) of degree s one can find a 
positive tempered measure y, such that the relation 


(F, PPL) = | ox) dog(x) (10) 


holds for all Y(z)€Z. In fact, by the definition of the conditional 
positivity of a generalized function F the generalized function PPF is 
multiplicatively positive. According to Theorem 3’ of Section 3, a 
multiplicatively positive generalized function on Z is given by a positive 
tempered measure »,. Therefore 


(F, PPL) = (PPF,) = | (x) dv9(x). 


Applying this result to the polynomials P,(z) = (2z* + 2/)/2 and P, 
== (2 — g/)/2, we conclude that 


(FP, z*f(2)) = (F, P,P yp) (FE, P.P 3h) 


= | We) bron) — [ We) drole) = [ Wx) deel) 
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where we have set 
dv,(x) = dv, (x) — dv,y(x). 


At first glance the measure », depends not only upon the value k, but 
also upon the method of decomposition z* = 2'z/ of the monomial 2* 
into a product of monomials z‘ = zi! ... 24» and 2/ = 2/1... z/n of degree 
s. As a matter of fact, v, depends only upon k. Indeed, suppose that the 
measure o, corresponds to a different decomposition z* = z?z%, | p | 
<= |q| = s. Then for any ¢(z) € Z we have 


(F, 2Y(2)) = | (x) doa(x) = [ oe) dox(x). 
But Z is everywhere dense in S, and therefore 
[ ¥@) dale) = | Hx) dou(w) 


for all (x) ¢ S. This can hold only if v, = o;,. 

Thus, we have proven that for any k, | k| = 2s, there exists a unique 
measure », (in general, not positive) such that for every function of the 
form 2* i(z), #(z) € Z, the generalized function F is given by 


(F, 2"b(2)) = { W(x) dv ,(x). (11) 


This formula still does not enable one to find the general form of (F, ¢) 
for all functions of the form 2), z*p,(z), since the measure », in (11) 
depends upon the value R (i.e., on the collection of numbers &,, ..., Ry). 
We would like, therefore, to rewrite this formula in a form not depending 
upon the value k. To do this we divide the entire space of the independent 
variables into two parts—the manifold L,, where x* = 0,8 and the com- 
plementary region 2,. In each region 2, we introduce, in place of v,, a 
new measure p,, Setting? du,(x) = dv,(x)/x*, 

Let us show that these measures have the following compatilihty 
property: yz; = pu, in the region Q, N Q,. Let x/ and x* be two monomials 
of order 2s, Then for any 4(z) € Z one has 


(F, 2*8Y(2)) = [ xhb(x) dvj(x) 


® Recall that the equation x* = 0 is a short notation for the equation x}: ... x%" = 0. 
Therefore the manifold L, consists of all hyperplanes x; = 0 for which R, is different 
from zero. 

® This is possible because the denominator x* does not vanish in 92,. 
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and 
(F, 2 MY(z)) = | f(x) do4(x) 
and so, for any ¢(z) € Z, 


[ ene) d(x) = [ wib(x) aril), 


1.€., 
x* d(x) == x! dy,(x). (12) 


But then we have p; = pu, in 2; Q,.. It follows that in the union 2, 
of the 2, there exists a measure » which coincides, in each of the 
regions 92,, with the corresponding measure p,. It is not hard to see 
that 2, is the complement of the point x = 0. We can now write (11) 
in the form 


(Fada) =f We) dx) + fbf) aril) 
= fo wha) dusts) + J We) dou(s) (13) 


= J ety(e) date) + foe) ded). 


Le 
Since the function x*%(x) vanishes outside the set 2,, the first term in 
(13) is not changed if we replace the region of integration 2, by 2); 


[_ #'M6e) dus) =f x'H(e) date, 


Let us now consider the second term, From (12) we have »,(Z;,) = 0 
where L;, denotes the set of points x for which x* = 0 but at least one 
of the monomials x/ does not vanish. Since the manifold L,, can be divided 
into the point x = 0 and a finite number of sets, in each of which at least 
one of the x is different from zero, the measure v, (in L;,) is concentrated 
at the point x = 0. Therefore 


| He) drs(x) = auh(0), 


where a, is the v,-measure of the point x = 0. 
Substituting this expression into (13), we obtain 


(F, 284(2)) = | xh¥x) due) + ans). (14) 
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Setting 2z*%(z) = g(z) and taking into consideration the equality 
YO) = p'*)(0)/R!, we can write (14) in the form 


(Fe) =f of6) dis) + an Par (15) 


Now (15) can be represented in the following form, which does not 
depend upon k: 
gh* ) 0 
Fo) f oe) dus) + Sy a BE. (16) 


\kl|=2s 


Indeed, each derivative of o(z) = 2*¢(z), of order j, |j| = 2s, 
vanishes at z = 0 if 7 # k. Therefore (15) is equivalent to (16). 

Thus, we have found the general form of the functional (F, ) for 
functions of the form g(z) = 2*(z), | k| = 2s, d(z) ¢ Z. But the right 
side of (16) does not depend upon &, and therefore (16) holds for linear 
combinations of functions z*)(z). This proves that the value of (F, ¢), 
for all functions of the form 


p(2) a >, akp,(2), PAZ) = Z; 


lA |=28 


is given by (16). 

In order to complete the proof of the lemma, it remains for us to 
show that the measure » and the numbers a, have the properties stated 
in the lemma. In other words, we must show that p is positive and 
tempered, that the integral!® f,_ |, | « |?* du(x) converges, and that 
the a, (| k| = 2s) are such that the Hermitean form %),)_\j)-5 @45€; 
is positive definite. 

To prove the positivity of # we use the relation «* du(x) = dv,(x) 
which holds for ». We choose k = 2) (i.e., x* = xf... x24»), This is 
possible since k can be any vector with integer components and length 
|k| = 2s. In view of the conditional positivity of the generalized func- 
tion F, the generalized function z7/F is multiplicatively positive. By 
Theorem 3’ of Section 3, the measure v,; which defines it is positive and 
tempered. But then yp, which is related to »,, by x4 du(x) = dvp,(x), 
is also positive and tempered. Furthermore, it follows from focjn <4 
dv.(x) << + oo that 


{ xi du(x) < ++ 00. (17) 
0<|xi<1 


10 | x [28 == (x? + 1. + x2)s, 
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Since the integral fy_\,, 1 | ¥ |?° du(x) is a linear combination of integrals 
of the form (17), it also converges. This proves our assertions regarding 
the measure yp. 

In order to prove the assertion regarding the numbers a,, recall that 
these numbers were defined by a, = »,(0), the v,-measure of the point 


x = 0. Therefore we must prove that for any complex numbers €,, ..., €,, 
Dd, vAOE€; > 0. (18) 


lti=l=s 
To prove (18), we form the homogeneous polynomial P(z) = %,;)- 


£,2/ of degree s. As was remarked at the beginning of the proof, there 
corresponds to this polynomial a positive measure dv,, such that 


(F, PPp) = | 9x) dv9(x) (19) 


for all g(z) € Z. But, on the other hand, 


(F,PPp)= >) (Fz e)ig; 


ijtl=ljl=s 


I 


> OL (20) 


lél=Ti=s 
Since (19) and (20) are valid for any (2) € Z, then 


v,(A) = > V5 (ADEE; 


léj=ljl=s 


for any set A. Choose the point x = 0 as the set A. Since »,,,(0) = a;,;, 
we obtain 


v(0) = > Og a 5€iF 4. 


lil=ljl=s 


Since v,(0) > 0, inequality (18) follows. This proves the positive 
definiteness of 214) -)j125 G45 €s§; - 

Lemma | gives the general form of the functional (Ff, ~) for functions 
g which can be written as in (8). Now we show that (16) holds for all 
functions g(z) having a zero of order 2s at z = 0. To prove this, we take 
into account that the functions of the form (8) are everywhere dense 
in the set of functions in Z having a zero of order 2s at z = Q (the proof 
of this statement is carried out in the Appendix to this section, p. 194). 
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Therefore it suffices, for the proof of our assertion, to show that the 
functional 


Fue) =f os) due) + Sa BN, (21) 


el =2 


considered on functions of the form 


oz) = >) x*o,(z), pal)  Z, (22) 


| |==28 


is continuous in the topology of Z. 

Let ¢(z) be a function in Z having the form indicated. Then the 
function y(x)/| x |?% is bounded for 0 < |x| < 1 and the convergence 
of focixi <1 | ¥ |?8 du(x) implies the convergence of fy <\,, <1 9(*) du(x). 
The convergence of f),,., (*) du(x) follows from the fact that ¢(x) 
is rapidly decreasing and that » is tempered. From this it follows that 
(F,, y) is defined for all functions g(z) € Z of the form (22). 

Let us prove the continuity of the functional F, in the topology of Z. 
Suppose that a sequence of functions ¢,,(z) € Z, having the form 


m2) = Dy emi)» Pal) € Z, (23) 


Ik|=2%s 


converges to zero (in the topology of Z). From the properties of the 
measure yp it follows that 


|x Pr dul) 
(1 + | x |?) 


converges for some p > 0. 

Since the ¢,,(x) converge to zero in the topology of Z and have the 
form (23), for any « > 0 there is an N such that | ¢,,(z) | < (e | x |?8)/ 
[(1 + | x |?)?] and | (0) | <«, | k| = 2s, for m > N. But then 


Lx [P* dul) fa 
vom <e [fae t ar] 


for m > N. In view of the arbitrariness of ¢, it follows from this that 
F, is continuous. Since F, coincides with F on functions of the form 
(22), and these functions are everywhere dense in the subspace of func- 
tions y(z) € Z having a zero of order 2s at z = O, the equality 


(Fe) = foe) due) + Y a HO 


|k|=2s 
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is valid for all functions p(z) of this subspace. Thus Lemma | is proved. 

It follows from these considerations that if the measure yp is tempered 
and fy_j2) <1 | ¥ |?° du(x) converges, then f (x) du(x) converges for all 
functions g(z)¢€ Z having a zero of order 2s at z = O, and defines a 
continuous linear functional on the subspace of such functions. 

We proceed now to the proof of Theorem 1’, i.e., to the establishing 
of the form of the generalized function F for all p(z)¢ Z. Just as for 
functions of one variable, we introduce a new function (2), setting 


Hz) = o(2) az) 5 20)» 


|k|=0 


where a(z) is any function in Z such that a(z) — | has a zero of order 
2s + | at z = 0. The function 0(z) has a zero of order 2s at z = 0. 

We have already shown that for such functions the value of the general- 
ized function F is given by 


(F,6) = fH) dus) + Say ae 


Since the derivatives of order 2s of y(z) and @(z) coincide, this formula 
can be written in the form 


(F, 6) = f,. B(x) dp(x) + », ar oO) 
But 
: 28-1 a) 7 
(9) = 8) + Dy EG ale)eh) 
Denoting (F, a(z) 2") by a,, we obtain 
(F,¢) = hs [e(x) ~~ a(x) a 6] due) + > a #0) . 


Thus, the general form of F has been found for any ¢(z) € Z; Theorem 
l’ is proved. 
The theorem converse to Theorem |’ is also valid. 


Theorem 2. Let » be a positive tempered measure such that 
Jo<ixi <1 | * |?* du(x) converges; a,, | k| = 2s,—numbers such that the 
Hermitean form Yiyj_ij-5 @4;€:€ iS positive definite; a,, O<|R| 
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< 2s — |—arbitrary numbers, and a(z), a function in Z such that 
a(z) — | has a zero of order 2s + 1 at zg = 0. Then the generalized 
function F, defined by 


Fe) =f [s) — as) >? SO 58] dus) + Ya, 2, 2 


|e l=0 
is conditionally positive of order s. 


Proof. First we prove that (24) defines a functional on 2. Let 
g(z) € Z be arbitrary. Then the function 


(2) = 9(2) — a(z) > vr) , 


has a zero of order 2s at z = O. 

We showed on p. 186 that from this follows the convergence of Jy, 0(x) 
du(x) and the continuity of its dependence upon @(x). Therefore (24) 
defines a continuous linear functional on Z, 

Now let us show that F is conditionally positive of order s, 1.e., that 
(F, PPp ¢) > 0 for any homogeneous polynomial P(z) of degree s and 
any g(z)e€Z. Indeed, the function ¢(z) = P(z)P(z)p(z)¢(z) has a 
zero of order 2s at z = OQ, L.e., all of its derivatives up to order 2s — | 
inclusive vanish at z = 0. 

: By Leibnitz’s formula, the derivatives p")(0), | k| = 2s are given 
y 


b(0) = > (Gi +-j)! oe P0)9(0) 


| 
li]=liJes J: 


Therefore the generalized function F is given, for ¢(z) = P(z)P(z) 
(2)G(z), b 


au O)p(0) PY O)p(0) 


(F, Pog) = [| Peotdux) + Yay —F i 


lél=ljl=s 


11 We denote by (¢ + s)!/é!j! the expression 


(ty 7 ji)! ee (in + jn)! 
sat jal gal 
?2 ‘The remaining terms in Letbnitz’s formula vanish, since P'(0) = Oif |¢| < s—1. 


If |¢| >s +1, then j7| < s—1 and P“(0) = 0, 
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Since both terms on the right side are positive (in view of the positivity 
of the measure yz and the positive definiteness of the form %,,,~\;)-, 
a;,;€;€;), we obtain (F, PPpg) > 0. This proves the conditional positivity 
of F. 

We remark that » and the numbers a,, | k | = 2s, are untquely defined 
by the conditionally positive generalized function F. At the same time, 
the function o(z) and the numbers a,, | k| < 2s — 1, are not uniquely 
defined. To prove the uniqueness of » and the a,, | k| = 2s, we note 
the following. 

By the Bochner-Schwartz theorem (Theorem 3 of Section 3), for 
every polynomial P(z) the functional F uniquely defines a measure v, 
such that (F, PPp) = J p(x) dv,(«). The measures v,, uniquely define 
measures v,, | k | = 2s, such that (F, z*p(z)) = f o(x) »,(«). Lastly, the 
v, uniquely define a measure yx and numbers a,, | k | = 2s, since du(x) = 
dv,(x)/ «* and a, = v,(0). Thus the uniqueness of » and thea,,!k | = 
2s, is proved. 


4.4. Conditionally Positive-Definite Generalized Functions on K 


We have seen in Section 3 that the Fourier transformation takes 
conditionally positive-definite generalized functions into conditionally 
multiplicatively positive generalized functions on the dual space of test 
functions. Therefore the results of the preceding section permit us to give 
a description of conditionally positive-definite generalized functions on 
K. We recall that a generalized function F on K is called conditionally 
positive-definite of order s if (DDF, » * »*) > 0 for all (x) € K and all 
linear homogeneous constant-coefficient differential operators D of 
order s. 

From Theorem 1’ of the preceding section follows: 


Theorem 3. Let F be a conditionally positive-definite generalized 
function of order s on the space K. Then F has the form 


Qs 
9) = [ [5e) a0) >! EEN] da) + 3 a2 05) 
Here ¢(A) is the Fourier transform of (x), ~ is a positive tempered 
measure such that fy—),, 1 | A |?* dqu(A) converges, the a,, | k| = 2s, 
are numbers such that the Hermitean form %,,)_;;;-.@; .;£;&) 18 positive- 
definite, the a, for 0 < | k| < 2s — | are numbers depending upon F, 
and a(A) is a function in Z such that a(A) — | has a zero of order 2s 4+ | 
at A — 0. 
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Formula (25) can be written in another way, introducing the moments 
of the function g(x). For this we note the following. From 


BO) = [ g(x) dx 
it follows that 
GEA) = ile [ xte-719(x) dx. 
Setting A = 0, we obtain 


p10) = i { xkg(x) dx = 1b, 


where 5, denotes the Ath moment of o(x). 
Using this equality, we can write (25) in the form 


: 28-1 ilkINKD, 2s kb 
(F,o)= | [@QA)— aA) > dp(A) + ¥ a—*. (25’) 
j,.| >) RI fa an 


In particular, if the moments of g(x) vanish for | k | < 2s, then (25’) 
becomes 


We) =f $0) du) + (IY az 


ik|=2s 


plkWO - 
=f eer day + FY aA. (25) 


In conclusion we remark that if a conditionally positive-definite 
generalized function F has the form 


(F, 9) = | Fleo(e) de, (26) 
where F(x) is a continuous function, then the positive measure p corres- 


ponding to F is finite in any region of the form |A| >a > 0, and 
Soja <1 | A |?* du(A) converges. The converse is also true. 


4.5. Bilinear Functionals Connected with 
Conditionally Positive-Definite Generalized Functions 


In this paragraph we discuss Hermitean bilinear functionals B(g, #) 
on K, having the following properties: For any linear homogeneous 
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constant-coefficient differential operator D = %),,_, a, (d*/dx*) the 
Hermitean bilinear functional Bp(9, 5), defined by 


By(y, $) = B(Dg, D$), 


is translation-invariant and positive-definite. 
For the description of such functionals we use the theorem of Section 
3, according to which B,(q, #%) can be represented in the form 


BY(9, ib) = (Fp, p * #*), 


where Fp is a positive-definite generalized function. Thus, for any two 
functions (x), o(x) eK 


BDe, Db) = (Fp, ¢ * $*). 


We introduce a new generalized function F, setting (F, DD@) = (Fp, 8) 
for any 6(x) € K. This defines F only on functions of the form DD6@(x). 
The functional F can be extended to all of K in an arbitrary manner,}8 

The bilinear functional B(g, %) is related to F by the equation 


B(Dg, Dt) = BD, #) = (Fo ¢ * ¥*) 
= (F, DD(p *$*)) = (DDF, ¢ * $*). 


This equation holds for any (x), ¢(x) € K, and any homogeneous con- 
stant-coefficient linear differential operator D of order s. 

Since by hypothesis B(Dg, Dp) > 0, then (DDF, » « p*) > 0, and 
therefore the generalized function DDF is positive-definite for any D of 
the form considered. But this means that F is a conditionally positive- 
definite generalized function of order s. 

We can now prove the following theorem, describing bilinear func- 
tionals of the type considered. 


Theorem 4. Suppose that the Hermitean functional B(g, 4) is such 
that for any homogeneous linear constant-coefficient differential operator 
D of order s the functional B,(g, 4) = B( Do, Di)is translation-invariant 
and positive-definite. Then for any infinitely differentiable functions 


13'The functions of the form DD6(x), 6(x) eK, form a subspace Kp in K such that 
the factor space K/Kp is finite dimensional. Choosing a linearly independent basis 
g, + Kp,..-;~m + Kp in this factor space and taking any values for (F, ¢), ..., (Fy gn); 
we obtain an extension of F to all of K, t It is not evident that F is independent of D. 
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g(x) and yx) having bounded supports, whose moments up to order 
s — | inclusive vanish, one has 


Fry. gu 0) £0 
Bg, p) = i: @(A)xb(A) du(A) 4 >; 4; a ) PAO) pe(0) ) 


lti=ljl=s oe 


Here p is a positive tempered measure such that 
{ | 2° du(r) 
O<|A) <1 


converges, and the a,, |k| = 2s, are numbers such that the form 
Liaise Cryst; iS positive-definite. 


Proof. First we show that the vanishing of the moments 6, and 
c,, of p(x) and x(x) for | k | < s -- | implies the vanishing of the moments 
of  * %*(x) up to order 2s — | inclusive. Indeed, suppose | k | < 2s — 1; 
then 


[Lp p(y] dx = ff x'e(yiG— x) dx dy. 
Setting x = y + ¢ in this integral, we obtain! 


{ Lp *b*(xy] dx = [f(y + yeh dy at 


= D Ch, { vos) dy | ae 
Xe, 
_ by C1 sPiG- (27) 
itjsk 
But this sum equals zero, since from |7 + 7| = |k| < 2s — | it follows 


that in every term either |z| <s—1 or |j| <s—_ 1, and therefore 
every term in (27) equals zero. 

We proceed now to the description of the bilinear functional B(g, ¥). 
We have seen above that for functions of the form g = Dy, b = Diy, 


Bp, b) = (Fp * $*), (28) 


where F is a conditionally positive-definite generalized function of 
order s. Since the functions of the form Dg, are everywhere dense in 
the set of functions having zero moments up to order s — | inclusive 


14 We denote by C},, the expression 
GA! Ga tlGn + je)! 
ij! ro eee a eee 
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(see Appendix to this section), (28) holds for all such functions. To com- 
pute (F, » * #*) we can apply (25”’), since it was shown above that all the 
moments of p * #*(x), up to order 2s — | inclusive, equal zero. 

This proves that 


7 k 
BE, #) = 3 (A) dur) + Sax 6 0) (29) 


|k|=2s 


where 6(A) is the Fourier transform of 6(x) = » x *(x), and » and the 
Ap |R l= = 2s, are as in (25’’), 

In view of the fact that (A) = &(A) P(X), where $(A) and (A) are the 
Fourier transforms of g(x) and g(x), it follows that!® 


GQ) = D Ci, G0) $0) = > Ci, GOP). 
se ha ltl=lji=s 
ijak 


Substituting these values for 6(A) and 60) into (29), we obtain 


g(0) $0) 


in 


Be W =| FOP) HA) + Yas? (29') 


lé]=lj =s 


which proves the theorem. 
Since for |2| = |j| we have ¢%(0)$(0) = b;c;, (29’) can be re- 


written in the form 


Bev) = {| GWE) dQ) + Ya 


it|=|jl=s 


bye; i 
Le te (29’’) 
Let us now clarify the form of the Hermitean bilinear functional B(g, %) 
for any (x), ¥(x)e¢K. For this we introduce functions 6,(x) € K, 
|7| <s — 1, such that 


{ ¥10,(x) dx = 8,, ieee lx; (30) 


where 6,; is the multidimensional Kronecker symbol: 6,; = Oj, 
5; jac 

The existence of such functions is peoyes without difficulty. Let 
&x) be a function such that J A(x) dx = 1, Consider the functions 
6'9)(x). It is obvious that f «*0(x) dx = Oif|k| <|j|, orif|k| = |7| 
but k ~j, and also that 


| IB (x) dx = 71, 


15 Recall that g'°(0) = Oif |z| <s—1. 
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It then follows from these relations that one can form linear combinations 
6(x) of the 6x), |7| <s — 1, which will satisfy the relations (30). 
With each g(x) € K we associate the function 


px) = o(x)— DF, 5,8,(x), 


gl<s—1 


where the ),, | 7 | <s — 1, are the moments of ¢(x). It is obvious that 
the moments of y(x) up to order s — | inclusive equal zero, and its 
moments of order s coincide with those of g(x). Therefore if y(x) and 
y(x) are any two functions in K, we find from (29’’) that 


Blew te) = {FOIA uA) +S ase. GN 


Here p, a, (| k| = 2s), b;, and c; have the same meaning as earlier, 
and §,(A), (A) are the Fourier transforms of g(x) and g(x). 
From the hermiticity of B(g, ¥) it follows that 


BE, $) = Bopp Ho) + Dd, eBOx bo) 


t|<s- 
+ > GB) + >,  4,e;BO,, 6). 
lil<s—1 le], ]@]<s—t 


But B( gp, ;) is, for fixed j, a linear functional on K; B(g, 6;) = L(g), 
and B(O, wy) = L;(+). 


Thus, we have proven the following theorem. 


Theorem 5. Let B(g, %) be a Hermitean bilinear functional, and 
suppose that for any homogeneous constant-coefficient linear differential 
operator D of order s the functional Bp(y, 4) = B(Dg, Dy) is translation- 
invariant and positive-definite. Then for any functions g(x), ¥(x) € K, 


B(g, wb) is given by 


BW =f GTM dO) + Yas 


lil=ljl=s 117! 


+ > bLW+ DY GLie+ DY Aube 


jtl<s-1 lsl<s-l lé], 1#1<s—l 


Here yu is a positive tempered measure such that fy—), <1 | A |? du(A) 
converges; the a,, || = 2s, are numbers such that the Hermitean 
form L);,-\;;-. 4 ;£:¢; 18 positive-definite; the L, are linear functionals 
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on K, A;; = Ay, are certain numbers; 5; and c; are the moments of 
g(x) and (x), and ¢,(A), #,(A) are the Fourier transforms of 


p(x) = (x) — DS, 5,0,(x) 


|t|<s-1 
and 
fox) = (x) — DS) c,8,(x). 
jil<s-l 
Appendix 


In the proof of Theorem | we made use of the following assertion. 


Theorem 6. Every function g(z) € Z having a zero of order m at 
z = 0 is the limit (in the sense of convergence in Z) of a sequence of 
functions g,(z) € Z having the form 


Px(2) = > 2"Per(Z), 
Ir|=m 
where 9;,(2) € Z. 
Let us prove this theorem. To begin with, we show that g(z) can be 
represented in the form 


oz) = D>, 2%,(z), 


ir|=m 


where the %,(z) are entire analytic functions of exponential type, having 
power growth for real values of z. This assertion is obvious if there is 
only one independent variable, since in this case g(z) = 2”/(z), where 
u(z) € Z, Suppose now that the assertion is already proven for the case 
where the number of variables is less than n, Expand g(z) as a Taylor 
series in powers of the variable z,. This expansion can be written in the 
form 


ote) = FP) as + anole, (32) 


where z* denotes the collection of variables 2, ..., 2,4, the p'*(z*) 
are the values of the partial derivatives 0%p/dz% for z, = 0, and ¢(z) 
= Lem (22 p(2*))/st]. Each of the functions p*(z*),0 <s <m—l, 
belongs to the space Z* of functions of m — | variables 2, ...,2,_, and 
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has a zero of order m — s for z* = 0. Therefore, by the induction 
hypothesis these functions can be written in the form 


P(e) = SF (2*)ibal2”), 
\tl=m—s 
where the #,,(z*) are entire analytic functions of exponential type 


having power growth for real values of z*. Substituting these values 
into (32), we obtain 


m1 S/a*\1 ot 


s=0 |ll=m—s 


The function ¢(z) is also an entire function. Since all the remaining 
terms in the right side of (33) are of exponential type and have power 
growth for real values of z, and g(z) also has these properties, then 
2™$(z) also has these properties. But then ¢(z) is also a function of 
exponential type having power growth for real values of z. 

Since we have s + |/7| = m in (33), then the latter can be rewritten 
in the form 

we) = Dy abla 

where ¢,(z) = (2%) if 27 = 2%(2*)') 1>0, and ¢(z) = ¢(z) if 
2" = 2”. As we have proven, all of the functions %,(z) are of exponential 
type and have power growth for real values of z. This proves our 
auxiliary statement. 

Now take any function a(z) € Z such that «(0) = |. The sequence of 
functions a(z/k) g(z) converges to g(z) in the topology of Z. But 


z . (® 
(5) 92) = Dy ate (5) ve, 
and the functions 9,,(z) = a(2/k) u,(z), as is easily seen, belong to Z. 
This proves the theorem. 

Using the Fourier transformation, we obtain the following corollary 
of Theorem 6, 


Corollary. Every function g(x) ¢K whose moments up to order 
m inclusive equal zero is the limit (in the sense of the topology in K) 
of a sequence of functions y,(x) having the form 


ex) = SF, v(x), 


Ir|=m 


where 9,,(x) € K. 
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5. Evenly Positive-Definite Generalized Functions 


We consider here one of the most typical examples of theorems 
analogous to the Bochner-Schwartz theorem in which, as disting- 
uished from the cases considered in Section 3, the positive measure is not 
defined uniquely. Such theorems appear rather frequently (for example, 
in the moment problem). 


5.1. Preliminary Remarks 


A generalized function F is called even with respect to each argument, 

if 

PGE Mis cess Se hn) Fy oss Xn) 
for any combination of signs. Henceforth the words “‘with respect to 
each argument” will, for brevity, be omitted. 

If F is an even generalized function, and the test function g(x) is odd 
with respect to at least one argument, then (F, g) = 0. 

Many questions lead to the consideration of even generalized functions 
such that (F, p « p*) > O only for even test functions g(x). We will call 
such generalized functions evenly posttive-definite. Of course, the class 
of evenly positive-definite generalized functions is broader than the class 
of even positive-definite generalized functions since, if F is an even 
positive-definite generalized function, the inequality (F, o x p*) > 0 
holds not only for even test functions, but for all test functions. 

The definition of an evenly positive-definite generalized function 
can be given another form. Assume that the space ® of test functions 
is such that together with any two functions g(x) and (x), x = (#4, «5 
x»), it contains also the function 


G(x) = > {evn tesy Vn) O(xy + V5 vey Xp Yn) dy, ... dYn; 


where the summation is taken over all combinations of signs. It is easy 
to show that if F is an evenly positive-definite generalized function, then 
the bilinear functional on ® defined by B(g, %) = (F, 4) is positive- 
definite, i.e., B(p, y) > 0. Conversely, if the bilinear functional defined 
by B(g, %#) = (F, 6) is positive definite, then F is evenly positive-definite. 
We will not stop to prove these simple assertions. 

M. G. Krein has obtained a description of all continuous evenly 
posttive-definite functions f(x) of one variable, i.e., even functions f(x) such 
that 


[ fe)e0)eO — ») dx dy > 0 (1) 
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for all even functions g(x) € K. He proved that every such function has 
the form 


f(x) = { ; cos Ax du,(A) + { ; cosh Ax dy.(A), (2) 


where p, and py are positive measures, pz, is finite, and yu. is such that 
the integral Ve cosh Ax du.(A) converges for all x > 0. 

A similar result, under restrictions on the growth of f(x), has been 
obtained by A. Ya. Povzner [reference (54)]. 

If the measure py equals zero, then f(x) assumes the form 


f(x) = {" cos Ax du,(A), (3) 


and is consequently an even positive-definite function. 

Krein’s theorem is obviously an analog of Bochner’s theorem. In 
the case of Krein’s theorem the measures pz, and py are not uniquely 
defined by f(x). A corresponding example will be given in Section 6. 
However, if f(x) satisfies certain restrictions on its growth for | x |—> 0, 
then its integral representation (2) is unique. It is sufficient, for example, 
that J exp(— cx?) f(x) dx converge for all c > 0. 

We will obtain this result further on as a corollary of more general 
results connected with evenly positive-definite generalized functions. 
In order to establish the connection of this circle of topics with the theory 
of generalized functions, we remark the following. If the integral 
(i exp(— cx?) f(x) dx converges for all c > 0, then 


(f.9) = | feels) dx (4) 


defines a generalized function not only on the space K of infinitely 
differentiable functions having bounded supports, but also on larger 
spaces of test functions. For example, (4) defines a generalized function 
on the space! S} consisting of entire analytic functions g(z) satisfying 
inequalities of the form 


| p(x + ty)| < C exp(—ax? + by), O<a<ob. 


It turns out that the possibility of extending the functional (f, g) to 
S} is sufficient for the uniqueness of 4, and yo. In other words, in order 


1 Concerning the definition of the space si, cf. Volume II, Chapter IV, Section 2.3. 
A brief definition is given on p. 198. 
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that the measures p, and p, in (2) be uniquely defined by the evenly 
positive-definite continuous function f(x), it is sufficient that (4) define a 
continuous linear functional on the space Si. 

We will see further on that in this form the corresponding assertion 
carries over to evenly positive-definite generalized functions of several 
variables. Moreover, for evenly positive-definite generalized functions 
on S? we will prove a theorem on the existence of an integral representa- 
tion not only for functions of one variable, but also for functions of 
several variables. 

Thus we will see that for a suitable choice of the space of test functions 
one can achieve the result that every evenly positive-definite generalized 
function on the space is defined by means of a unique positive measure. 

We remark that for certain spaces (for example, K) one can prove an 
existence theorem for the corresponding measures, in which the measures 
are not uniquely defined. However, in these cases the existence theorem 
is proven only for functions of one variable. At the same time, in the 
class of uniqueness the results obtained are true also for functions of 
several variables. 

Apparently this is not accidental, and outside of the class of uniqueness 
the existence theorem for functions of several variables is, as a rule, 
not true. That is, one is unable to deduce the positivity of a generalized 
function from its multiplicative positivity. It would be interesting to 
construct corresponding examples (at present such examples are known 
for the multidimensional moment problem; cf. Section 7.2). 


5.2. Evenly Positive-Definite Generalized Functions on S} ? 


In this paragraph we study evenly positive-definite generalized func- 
tions on the space S}. In other words, we will consider even generalized 
functions on S} such that (F, p « »*) > 0 for all even functions g(z) € Si. 


t 

?In the case of several variables, Sy denotes the space of entire analytic functions 

p(z) = 9(2, ..., 2n) satisfying inequalities of the form 
i p(x + ty) | < K exp(—ax? 4 by?), O<acb. (5) 
Here ax? denotes the expression Lf_, a,x}; by?, the expression a. , Oxy?; and the inequality 
0 <a < bmeansthatO < a, < b, forallk. The topology in §; is defined in the following 

2 * . 
manner: a sequence {q,,(z)} of functions in Sj is said to converge to zero, if the functions 
2 « . . 

~m(Z) converge to zero uniformly in every finite region of z-space and satisfy the inequality 


| p(x + iy) | < K exp(—ax* + by), O<ac<b 


with constants K, a, 6 which do not depend upon m., 
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Let us denote by I the set of points z = (24, ..., ,) in n-dimensional 
complex space, each of whose coordinates is either real or pure imagi- 
nary. The following theorem, generalizing the assertions formulated 
earlier for functions of one variable, holds. 


Theorem 1. Let F be an. evenly positive-definite generalized 
function on the space Si. Then F is the Fourier transform of a uniquely 
defined even positive measure p, concentrated on the set IN of points 
A = (Aj, ...,A,), each of whose coordinates A, is either real or pure 
imaginary, and such that the integral? Soy exp (—cA*) du(A) converges 
for every c > 0. 

In other words, for any even function‘ g(z) € S: 


(Fe) = | 60) duQ), 


where yp is a measure with the properties indicated above, and ¢ is the 
Fourier transform of (2). 

If F is a generalized function of one variable, then the condition that 
the integral J, exp (--cA”) du(A) converge means that 


| : exp(—cd*) duy(A) + i : exp(cd*) dps(A) < + 00 


for any c > O (here p, is the restriction of the even measure pz to the real 
axis, and p is its restriction to the imaginary axis). The generalized 
function F is given, for n = 1, by 


(Fp) = | GA) dur(X) + | GOA) dys(). 
This equation can be written in the form 
F = 2[ | cos Ax dp(A) + | cosh Av dyss(A)| . 
9 0 


Thus, for » = | we obtain a generalization of the results indicated 
earlier for evenly positive-definite continuous functions of one variable. 
We will, as usual, prove the theorem which is dual to Theorem | 


* We denote by cA* the expression X” | c,Az, The inequality c >» 0 signifies that 
CG 2 O11 ck ca, 

‘It is sufficient to indicate the form of F for even test functions only: every test function 
¢(z) is the sum of an even test function and functions which are odd in at least one 
variables, For functions which are odd in at least one variable, in view of the evenness 


of F, (F, y) =~ 0. 
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relative to the Fourier transformation. Since this transformation carries 
S} into itself, S} = S}, the dual theorem reads as follows. 


Theorem 1’. Let F be an even generalized function on S} such that 
(F, gp) > 0 for all even functions g(z) € S}. Then’ F is given by an even 
positive measure yz concentrated on the set I of points, each of whose 
coordinated is either real or pure imaginary, and such that the integral 
hs exp(—cz®) du(z) converges for all c > 0.6 In other words, 


(F,~) = je: p(z) du(z). 


For the proof of Theorem 1’ we will find it convenient to pass from 
functions in S} to functions of exponential type, associating with every 
even function 9(2,, ..., 2,) € S? the function ¢(z,, ..., 2,), defined by 


PZ. oy By) = AV 2; rey V2). 


In view of the evenness of y(z), the function ¥(z) is well defined. The 

space of all the functions (2) obtained by this mapping will be denoted 

by Q. Obviously, every function in Q is an entire analytic function. 
From the inequalities 


| p(x + ty)| < K exp(—ax? + by’), 0O<a<b, (5) 


which the functions in S} satisfy, it follows that the functions ¢(z) €Q 
satisfy the inequalities 


| (x + w)| < Kexp(—cx + dijz||), O<d<e, (6) 
where 


n n 
CMa CX ky d\| 2 || = > d,| %, |.7 
k=1 


k=] 


5 For the sake of convenience in writing, we denote the dual generalized function 
by F and not by F; moreover, we denote the argument by z and not by A, as was done 
in Theorem |]. We trust that these changes will not cause the reader trouble. 

6 That is, c, > 0,...,¢n > 0. By cz* we understand 2?_, c,2%. 

7 Indeed, it follows from inequality (5) that 


{able + ty) | = 1 pV xy + ty Vee + iV) | 
= | o(WVdx, + dz) + iV —de, + Baylin When + fen] + 7 — de, + den)! 
< K exp(—cx + d|| zl), 


where ¢ = $a + $b, d = $b — }a, and ex and d|\z|| have the meaning indicated 
above. It is obvious here that 0 < d < ¢ (i.e., thatO cd, <a, 1 <Rk <n), 
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Conversely, if ¥(z) is an entire analytic function satisfying inequality 
(6), then the function o(z) = (2?) satisfies an inequality of the form (5), 
i.e, belongs to S}. Thus, the space Q can be defined as the space of 
entire analytic functions which satisfy inequalities of the form 


| d(x + ty)| < K exp(—ex + dij zl), (6) 


where 0 < d < c. In expanded form, inequality (6) is just 


[Ue + ay ste + Bw] < Kexp [— Deve + D del eel] 
k=) k=} 


whereO <d.<c,, 1<k <n. 

The tapolesa in S} induces a topology in Q. From the definition of the 
topology in S} it follows that a sequence {y;,,(2)} in O converges to zero 
if and only if the functions 7%,,(2) converge to zero uniformly in every 
finite region of z-space and satisfy an inequality 


| n(x + ty)| < K exp(—ex + dll 2/\) 


where K, c, and d do not depend upon m. 
With every generalized function F on S} we associate a generalized 
function ® on the space Q, defined by 


(P, ¥(z)) = (F, o2°)). 


It is obvious that if the inequality (F, pg) = O holds for all even functions 
y(z) € Si, then (®, yf) > 0 for all 4(z) €Q, and conversely. 

Since the set 9 of points with real or pure imaginary coordinates 
goes over, under the transformation z— 2%, into the set ® of points 
with real coordinates, Theorem |’ is equivalent to the following assertion. 


Theorem 1”. Every mutiplicatively positive generalized function 
® on the space Q has the form 


(Pu) = | ox) do(a, 
R 
where v is a uniquely defined positive measure on the set ® of points 


with real coordinates, such that the integral f e~°" d(x) converges for 
alle > 0.8 


* As above, we denote by cx the expression ¢,x, + ... + €,%,;¢ > Odenotesc, > 0,..., 
c, > 9. 
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There is obviously a similarity between Theorem |’’ and Theorem 3’ 
of Section 3. We will reduce Theorem |’’ to Theorem 3’ of Section 3. 

The plan of the proof consists in the following. First of all, we intro- 
duce, by means of the equation 


(P,, (2)) = (®, e6(z)), 


a multiplicatively positive generalized function ®, on the space Z. By 
Theorem 3’ of Section 3, ®, is given by a positive tempered measure o, 
1.€., 


(®., 0) = { 6(x) do,(x). 


Setting dv(x) = e% do,(x), we obtain for every c > 0 a positive 
measure y, such that 


(Bp) = | $(x) dy.(x) 


for all functions ¢(z)¢Q having the form ¢(z) = e-°6(z), where 
Az) € Z. 

Using the continuity of ® relative to the topology in Q, one is able to 
show that the measures ». do not depend upon the choice of c > 0. 
Following this, one proves that the equality 


(Pd) = [ oe) d(x) (@) = »-(x)) 


holds not only for functions % of the form ¢b(z) = e~°*0(z), where 0(z) € Z, 
but also for all functions (z) € Si. 

Let us now proceed to carry out this plane. First we prove the following 
lemma. 


Lemma 1. For any c > 0, all functions of the form ¢(z) = e~°*(z), 
where &(z) € Z, belong toQ, and the mapping 0(z) —> e~°*@(z) of Z intoQ 


is continuous for any fixed c. 


Proof. Since @(z) € Z, then by the definition of the space Z we have 
| (x + ty)| < Cee" and therefore 


| e~0(z)| < Ceeetallull, (7) 


* By ally || we denote Ep_, axl yy !. 
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For any a and ¢ there is an r = (74, «.) fn); Px > 0, such that c, + 7, > 


Vaz + 7, l<k<n. We set a = (v/a? Se ces, Va?-+r?) and c 
= Cen vty Cn + 1). Since 


rl xl] + ally ll = (ra ea | oe te) Mn |) + (Gl 44 | 4 4 el 1 1) 


<2 vr. Fai Vx? + |y,% = a! il 
k=1 


then 


‘ 


exp(—cx + all y ll) = exp(—e’x + rx + all yl) <exp( c’x | a’llz) 
and therefore 
| exp(—cz)6(2)| < C exp(—cex + all v ||) < Cexp(—c’x + a'|| 2 I). (8) 


Since, in view of the choice of 7, c’ > a’, the function e ‘*6(z) belongs 
to O. 

‘Thus, the functions of the forme ‘6(z), @(z) € Z, belong to the space 
O for any c, It is easy to ascertain the continuity of the mapping 6(z) > 
e “@(z) of Z into Q, starting from the definition of convergence in these 
spaces. 

From Lemma | it follows that 


(P., 2) = (P, e-6(2)) (9) 


defines a continuous linear functional ®, on the space Z. By the hypothesis 
of ‘heorem I’ the inequality (P, yx) > 0 holds for all (zs) € O. Therefore 
(®., 00) > O for all 0(z) & Z. Indeed, we have 


(®,, 00) =~ (®, e-#0(z)e #40(2)) _- 0 


Since (®,, 00) > 0 for all Az )e Z, then by Theorem 3 of Section 3, 
the generalized function ®, is given by a uniquely defined positive 
tempered measure o, on the set ® of points with real coordinates. 
Therefore, if the generalized function @ satisfies the conditions of 
Theorem 1”, then for any c > 0 there is a positive tempered measure 
o, such that 


(®,, 9) - i: A(x) do,(x) (10) 


for all A(x) € Z 
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Equation (10) can also be written in the form 
(0) = | Hx) del) (10) 


if we set #(z) = e “O(z), dv.(x) = e do,(x). 

Thus, we have proven that (10’) holds for all %(z) €Q representable 
in the form e “*@(z), where @(z)e Z. The set of functions %(z)€Q 
having the form e -6(z), &(z) € Z, for fixed c will be denoted by Q,. Thus 
the generalized function ® is defined on the subspace QO, by a positive 
measure y.. We proceed now to the central point of the proof, namely, 
we show that v, does not depend upon the choice of c > 0, i.e., that 
v, = ¥, = v for any b, c > 0, This will show that @ is defined by the 
Same positive measure on each of the subspaces O,, i.e., that 


(®, ¥) = J Hx) d(x) 


holds for all functions %(x) which belong to at least one of the Q.. 
Theorem |” is easily obtained from this by a limit passage. 

The following two lemmas lic at the basis of the subsequent reasoning. 
Although their proofs are not hard, they require a certain amount of 
computation. Therefore, in order not to interrupt the discussion, we 
will present their proofs at the conclusion of the proof of the theorem. 


Lemma 2. If 0 < 6 -< 2c, ie., O< b < 2c, for all RA, lk <n, 
then there exists a sequence of functions @,,(z) € Z such that 


(1) the sequence {e “6,,(z)} converges to e-’* in the topology of Q, 


(2) the functions 6,,(s) assume positive values for real values of 
od (i.e., 6.,(*) z= 0), 


(3) for real values x we have 
| O,(x)| < Kye Orr (11) 


with the constant K, not depending upon m.'° 


Lemma 3. Every function %(s)€Q belongs to the closure in O 
of at least one of the sects Q... 
Lemma 2 enables us to establish the independence of the measures 


© We denote by |[(b — c)x |i the sum XY, (by — Cx)Xe ’. 
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v, upon the value of c > 0. To do this we first show that for 0 < b < 2c 
the integral 


| ee dy(x) (12) 


converges. Indeed, since the functions @,,(z) in Lemma 2 belong to Z, 
the functions e~°7@,,(z) lie in Q,, and so 


(®, e-°6,(z)) = { e-©6, (x) dv). (12’) 


Since e~°*6,,(z) > e~°” in the topology of Q, it follows from the conti- 
nuity of ® that the left side of (12’) is bounded. In other words, for all m 
we have 


| [ e-**On(x) d(x) | <A. 


Further, in as much as @,,(x)e~* > O and @,,(x)e~ —e~” uniformly 
in every finite region, it follows that 


i et dy.(x) < A. 
Therefore the integral (12) converges. Let us now show that 
(®, e-¥*9(z)) = i e- 26 (52) dvg(x) (13) 


for any 6&2) € Z,1f0 <b < 2e. 
In fact, 


lim e~°76,,(2)0(2) = e-¥70(2) 
in the topology of O. Hence 


(®, -"6(2)) = lim (®, e-*0,,(2)6(2)); 


i.e., by definition of the measures »,. 


(B, e*6(z)) = lim | e-©#6,,(x)0(x) dy. (2). (13) 


For the proof of (13) it suffices to prove that one can pass to the limit 
under the integral in (13’). To do this we note that in view of inequality 
(11) and the boundedness of 6(x), one has 


| €-°40(x)8,,(x)| < Kenorrlite-erel? (14) 
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where the constant K does not depend upon m. In expanded form the 
expression —cx + || (b — c)x || is just 


i 


— >) lente + [Ox — cu) I] = — > *alee — |, — cx | sign x,). 
k=l 


he 


But in view of the inequalities 0 < 5b, < 2c, 1 <k <n, we have 
O<c, — :b, — c.| sign x, <2c,. Let us denote the expression 
C, — | by — c, | sign x, by A,. We saw that 0 < h, < 2c,. Therefore 
it follows from inequality (14) that 


| e-*“0(x)0,,(x)| < Ke-*, h = (hy, ..., hy), 


where 0 < A < 2c. But, as was shown above, the integral f e-’* dv.(x) 
converges for 0 < h < 2c. Thus, each of the functions e~‘*6(x)6@,,(x) 
is bounded by the function e~"*, which is summable with respect to »,. 
As is well known, this permits passing to the limit under the integral 
sign, which proves (13). 

Now we are able to prove the independence of the measures v, upon 
the choice of c > 0. In fact, by definition of », we have, for every 4(z) € Z, 


(®, e~¥26(z)) = { e~'26(x) dy,(x). 
Comparing this relation with (10’), we see that 
| e86() dyo(x) == { e~26(x) dv,(x) 
for every 6 € Z. But this can be so only if v. = yy. 
Thus we have proven that ». = », if0 <b < 2c. But then this equality 


holds for any positive values of b and c. Denote the common value of the 
measures v,. by v. From the properties of »,. it follows that the integral 


i eet dy(x) (15) 


converges for all c > 0. 
As was remarked above (cf. p. 204), it follows from this that the equality 


(Pb) = | ov) do(x) 


holds for every function (x) which belongs to at least one of the sets Q... 
In order to prove its validity for every function (x) EO, we use Lemma 
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3. According to this lemma, for any function %(z)¢O there exists a 
sequence [y,,(z)! which converges to #(z) in the topology of QO, and all 
the ¢,,(z) belong to the same space Q.. The generalized function @ is 
defined, for each of these functions, by 


(P, Yn) = | Yul) dv(x) 


and we therefore find, in view of the continuity of ®, that 
(P, ) = him | p,.(x) dv(o). (16) 


In view of the earlier proven convergence of the integral (15) and the 
estimate 
| br (x)! = Kee 


which the y,,,(x) satisfy (by definition of convergence in Q), we can pass 
to the limit under the integral sign in (16). It follows that 


(®, p) = | ox) dra). 


This proves Theorem |"’. But, as we have seen above, Theorems |, 1’, 
and 1” are mutually equivalent. Therefore the proof of Theorem | is 
complete. 

The converse of Theorem | also holds. 


Theorem 2. Suppose that the positive even measure pz, defined on the 
set IN of points, each of whose coordinates is either real or pure imagin- 
ary, is such that the integral 


J expe dat 
converges for all c > 0. Then 
(Fee) = | 98) dpe) 
mn 
defines an even generalized function F on the space S; such that 
(F, p * p*) > 0 for all even ¢(z) € Si. 
The proof of this assertion is trivial. 


In the course of proving Theorem | we omitted the proofs of Lemmas 
2 and 3. Let us fill this gap. 
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First we prove Lemma 2, i.e., we show that for 0 < 6 < 2c the func- 
tion e~’? can be approximated in QO by a sequence of functions of the 
form e~°*6,,(z), where the @,,(z) € Z are such that @,,(x) > 0 and | @,,(x)| 
< K, e'®-o2", with the constant K, not depending upon m. For the 
construction of the @,,(«) we take any function a(z) € Z such that a(0) = | 
and 

| a(x + ty)| < Cerl'v'l, 


where r satisfies the inequality! 0 <r < $(c — ||b — c|l) (since by 
hypothesis 0 < 6 < 2c, such an r exists). 


We set 
inte) = a(Z)a(2)[S Corel 17) 


lkl= 


and show that the sequence {6,,(z)} satisfies all the conditions of the 
lemma. Note that each of the 6,,(z) belongs to Z, being the product of the 
function a(%/m)a(z/m)e¢ Z and a polynomial. Further, the expression 
appearing within the square brackets is the partial sum of the Taylor 
series for e?!°-»)? and therefore converges to e'!°-»)* uniformly in every 
bounded region as m —> oo. At the same time, the functions a(z/m)a(z/m) 
converge to a(0) = | uniformly in every bounded region as m—> oo. 
Therefore, e~°?@,,(2) — e~°? uniformly in every bounded region. 
Moreover, these functions satisfy the inequalities 


| e-°8,,(2)| <Leeellell, Os <e 


with constants L, c, s not depending upon m. Indeed, 


Se ened és 
Bins Sees < etl e—b)z! | (18 
2 oR ) 
and therefore 
|ee0q()| < fever (2) a (Z| elton 
<Ctexp(—cx + SHA 4 ye — yell). 19) 


But since || y || < || 2 ||, it follows from (19) that 
| e°*8,.(2) | Leer ae (20) 


11 ‘This inequality means that 


O<7%< 4( cy — | by — c;, |). 
for all k, 1 Ck <n. 
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where we have put L = C?, s = ||/c — b|| + 2r. Here 0 <s <c in 
view of the choice of r. From the uniformity, in every bounded region, 
of the convergence of {e~°76,,,(2)} to e~? and from (20) it follows also that 
the sequence {e~°76,,(2)} converges to e~¥* in the topology of Q. Further, 
the 6,,(z) assume positive values on the set ® of points having real 
coordinates and satisfy on ® the inequality 


| e~°*,,(x)| i Len t2+sileli, O<s<e. 


Lastly, from (17) and the fact that the functions a(z/m) have a common 
bound on the real line, we have 


| On()| < Kyelivenbya! 


with K, independent of m. This proves Lemma 2. 

Now we prove Lemma 3, 1.e., we show that every function #(z) EQ 
belongs to the closure in Q of some one of the Q,. To do this, we have to 
find for every 4(z)€Qac > 0 and a sequence of functions ¥,,,(z) €Q, 
having the form 4#,,(z) = e-“p,,(z), 9,(z)¢€Z, such that lim,,,. 
w,(2) = (2) (the limit is understood to be in the topology of Q). 

Thus, let ¥(z) be any function in Q. By the definition of QO, (2) satisfies 
an inequality of the form 


| b(x + ty)| < Ceaerbiial! 0O<a<b. (21) 


We take any c >a and expand the entire function e°(z) in a Taylor 
series, and denote by p,,(z) the mth partial sum of this series. We choose 
any a(z)¢€Z such that a(0) = 1 and | a(x + iy) | < Le", where 
0 <r < l(a — 5), and set 


Pm(2) = eax (=) py (2). 


Since a(z/m) € Z and the p,,(z) are polynomials, the ,,(z) belong to the 
set O.. Let us show that lim,, ,.#,,(2) = ¢(z), where the limit is under- 
stood in the sense of the topology of Q. 

First of all, it is obvious that the p,,(z) converge to the entire function 
e“*y(z) uniformly in every bounded region. Further, {a(z/m)}— | 
uniformly in every bounded region. Therefore {:,,(z)} — (2) uniformly 
in every bounded region. 

Now we show that the 4,,(2) satisfy the inequalities 


| Bn + ty)| < Ne ~oe+sllast O<s <¢, (22) 
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with constants N, c, s not depending upon m. For this, we note that in 
view of (21) 


| e*yp(z)| < Celemerlitll < K exp(by|| 2 (I), (23) 
where 6, = 6+ c—a. But then for any 5, > 6, one has!” 


| Pnl2)| < Ky exp(d,|| z lI), 


where K, does not depend upon m. Choose b, = c — 3(a — ). 
For this choice of 6, one has the estimate 


Lie + iy) = e-*# [0 (=)] | pla) 


< LK, exp (= cx + —=— Aly Ny 4[2c —a— b]|| 2|\) < Ne-ee+silll, 


where s = c — f(a — 6). Obviously O <5 <e., 

Thus we have proven that (22) holds with constants N, c, s not depend- 
ing upon m, and, consequently, that {z,,(z)} converges to (2) in the 
topology of Q. 

This proves Lemma 3, and with it Theorem 1” (and so also Theorem 
1’ and 1) is completely proved. 

With the help of Theorem |” it is easy to obtain a description of 
evenly positive-definite continuous functions f(x) = f(x, ..., x,) such 
that the integral f exp (—cx?) f(x) dx converges for all c > 0. Such a 
function defines an evenly positive-definite generalized function 


(f,.7) = { Fe ex) dx 


on the space S}. By Theorem | this function has the form 


fx) = J et dua), (24) 


where yw is a uniquely defined positive even measure on the set M, 
such that J), exp (— cz?) du(z) converges for all c > 0. However, the 
continuity of f(x) imposes additional conditions upon p. It can be shown 
that » must be such that not only does t exp (— cz”) du(z) converge for 


12 Indeed, since e“*s(z) is an entire analytic function satisfying (23), its ‘Taylor coeffi- 
cients satisfy the inequalities | dq, | < M(b,e/k)*. But then Al!| d,| < M, Vk bk. If b, > by, 
then there is a K, such that | kld, | < K,b}, where K, does not depend upon k, Obviously, 


kk 


boz 


™m™ 


| Pm(Z) | < K.>, 


|k|=0 


zl <_ K, exp(0,!! 2 ||), 
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all c > 0, but also J, exp (cy?) du(z), 2 = x + ty. Conversely, if y is 
such that 


fy oxP*) datz) (25) 


converges for all c >0, then the function f(x) defined by (24)is continuous. 
Thus, the following theorem holds. 


Theorem 3. Let f(x) be a continuous evenly positive-definite func- 
tion such that f exp (—cx?) f(x) dx converges for all c > 0. Then f(x) 
is the Fourier transform of an even positive measure » on the set IW of 
points, each of whose coordinates is either real or pure imaginary. The 
measure yu 1S such that the integral (25) converges for all c > 0. Con- 
versely, if the positive even measure yu is such that the integral (25) 
converges for all c > 0, then (24) defines a continuous evenly positive- 
definite function f(x) such that the integral f exp (—cx?) f(x) dx converges 
for all c > 0. We omit the proof of Theorem 3. 

Theorem | also enables us to clarify under what conditions the 
equality of the Fourier transforms of two positive even measures py 
and yu, implies the equality of the measures themselves. Namely, the 
following assertion holds. 


Theorem 4. Let y, and yp, be positive even measures, on the set M 
of points, each of whose coordinates is either real or pure imaginary, 
which define generalized functions on the space Z. If the Fourier trans- 
forms p, and p, of these measures coincide and if the integrals ie 
exp (—cz*) duy(z) and J, exp (—cz”) djuo(z) converge for all c > 0, then 
4, and py coincide. 

Indeed, under the conditions of the theorem the measures p, and yp, 
define generalized functions on S?. But then their Fourier transforms 
are also generalized functions on Si, ie., py == 2 = F, where F is an 
evenly positive-definite generalized function on S}. 

Since for evenly positive-definite generalized functions on S} the corre- 
sponding positive measures are uniquely defined, we find that n, = py. 


5.3. Evenly Positive-Definite Generalized Functions on S, 


Results analogous to those proven in Section 5.2 hold for general- 
ized functions on the space! S\. 


'? The space S; consists of infinitely differentiable functions ¢(x), satisfying inequalities 
of the form , 
| p(x) | < C, exp(—bx’), 
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The theorem regarding evenly positive-definite generalized functions 
on S, is formulated in the following way. 


Theorem 5. Let F be an even generalized function on S, such that 
(F, p * p*) = O for all even functions y € S,. Then F can be represented 
in the form 


(Fo) = | Ge) du(e), (26) 


where ¢(z) is the Fourier transform of g(x), and y is a uniquely defined 
positive even measure on the set YN of points each of whose coordinates 
is either real or pure imaginary. The measure » has the following 
properties: For any c > 0 the integral 


[G+ ix Pyrexptciy 2) dete) (27) 


converges for some p. Conversely, if u is an even positive measure on the 
set IN having the properties indicated, then (26) defines an even generalized 
function F on S, such that (F, g « y*) > O for all even functions 
g(x) € S:. 

We will not carry out a detailed proof of this theorem, but simply 
indicate the idea of the proof. As usual, one can pass from Theorem 
5 to a theorem which is dual to it relative to the Fourier transformation, 
regarding multiplicatively positive generalized functions on S? (the 
reader can formulate this theorem without difficulty). Since S} is a 
subspace of S', such a multiplicatively positive generalized function 
induces a generalized function with similar properties on the space 
Si. By Theorem |’ this generalized function is given (for functions 


where the constants (, and 6 depend upon (x) (cf. Volume II, Chapter IV, Section 2.2), 
and bx® denotes the sum ¥y_, 6,xz. A topology in S. is introduced as follows. A sequence 
(@m(x)} in this space is said to converge to zero, if for any g the sequence {¢")(x)} converges 
to zero uniformly in every bounded region, and 


O(a) | < C, exp(—by*) 


for some constants C, and 6 not depending upon m. 
We remark that the convolution of two functions from Si belongs to is Moreover, 
together with any function ¢(x), S; also contains the function 9*(x) o(—x). 
The space S: is dual, with respect to the Fourier transformation, to the space S* of 
entire analytic functions ¢(z) satisfying inequalities of the form 


x*p(x + ty)' < C, exp(by?) 


(cf, Volume II, Chapter ]1V, Section 6.2). 
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from Si) by an even positive measure » on the set WN, such that the 
integral 


{| exp(—cz?) du(z) 
M 


converges for all c > 0. Following this we have to prove only that » 
defines a generalized function F on all of S* and has the properties 
indicated in the statement of the theorem. The proof of this can be 
carried out by approximating functions g(z) ¢ S! by functions of the 
form ¢,,(%) = exp (—2?/m) y(z) from S} and using Fatou’s lemma. 
We omit the details of the proof. 


5.4. Positive-Definite Generalized Functions and 
Groups of Linear Transformations 


The concept of an evenly positive-definite generalized function 
which we have studied is a special case of a more general concept, 
connected with groups of linear transformations. 

Let G be some group of linear transformations of n-dimensional 
space. 

A function f(x) = f(x, ..., x,) is said to be symmetric (or invariant) 
relative to the group of transformations G, if f(gx) = f(x) for every element 
geéG. For example, if the group G consists of all transformations in 
which some variables change sign, then the functions which are symmetric 
relative to G are the even functions. 

If a continuous function f(x) is symmetric relative to some group G, 
then for all functions g(x) € K one has 


(f, e(g'x)) = (det g)(f, y(*)). (28) 
Indeed, 


(feet) = | fee(gts) dx = (det g) | flexdo(e) av 


= (det g) | flw)p(x) de = (det 9)( f, @%)). 


In accordance with this we call a generalized function F symmetric 
relative to the group G, if 


(F, p(g7'x)) = (det g)(F, p(s) 


for all test functions g(x) and all elements ge G. 
Lastly, we call a test function p(x) a symmetric function of the second 
kind relative to the group G, if 


p(g tx) = (det g)p(x) (29) 
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for all ge G. Obviously, if g(x) and g(x) are symmetric functions of the 
second kind, then their convolution g(x) = 1 * ¢o(x) is also a symmetric 
function of the second kind. Indeed, 


plg tx) = | pil¥ pele tx — y) dy 
= (det gy" | ule y)polg-Mx — 9) dy 
= (det g) | pilv)pax — y) dy = (det g)p(x). 


Let us now introduce the concept of a generalized function F, posttive- 
definite relative to a group G. We will apply this name to any generalized 
function F which is symmetric relative to G and such that 


(F,p *p*) > 0 (30) 


for any test function g(x) which is a symmetric function of the second 
kind relative to G. For example, if G is the group of all changes of sign 
of the arguments, then those generalized functions which are positive- 
definite relative to G are just the evenly positive-definite ones. 

It is easy to describe a method which enables one to construct an entire 
class of generalized functions which are symmetric relative to a given 
group G. For this we consider, along with the group G, the group G*, 
consisting of the transformations g* which are adjoint to the transforma- 
tions g€ G, i.e., such that 


(A, gx) = (g*A, ») 


for all vectors x = (x1, ..., ¥,) and A = (A, ..., A,,). Let us denote by 
the subset of m-dimensional complex space consisting of all points 
A = (Ay, ...,A,) such that g*A = 2 for all elements g* ¢ G*. Then every 
positive measure yu, defined on IM and symmetric" relative to the group 
G*, defines a generalized function 


(Fe) = | 6) dur) (31) 


14 A measure uw is said to be symmetric relative to the group G*, if 
Sad é 


| #(g*A) du(d) ~ | #(A) du) 
mM r 


Dv 
for any function (A). We remark that the set Jt itself is invariant relative to all trans- 
formations of the group G*. 
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which is positive-definite relative to G (as usual, ¢(A) denotes the Fourier 
transform of ¢(x)). 

In order to prove this assertion, we show first that the Fourier trans- 
form of the test function ¢(g 'x) is the function (det g) ¢(g*A). We have 


| ple tx)et 42) dx == (det g) p(x)ei An) dx 


~ (det g) [ plryeter# de = (det gle"). (32) 


From this it follows that if » is symmetric relative to G*, then F is sym- 
metric relative to G. Indeed, 


(F, p(gtx)) = (det.g) | Blg*A) du) 


. 


= (det g) he GA) dp(A) -- (det g)(F, p(x) 


for any test function ¢(x). 
It remains for us to show that if g(x) is a symmetric test function of the 
second kind relative to G, then 


(F, p * p*) == Q. (33) 


To do this, we observe that in view of (32) 


. 


#(g*A) = (det ¢) 1 [ p(g tae de. 


Since g(x) is a symmetric function of the second kind, we have 
g(g tx) = (det g)p(x), and therefore 


B(g*A) = | olay" dx = G(r). 


From ¢{(g*A) = ¢(A) and the definition of the set yt it follows that 


GA) = g(A) for all points A € Wt (here G(A) denotes the function ¢(A)). 
Indeed, 


BA) = GA) ~ GE*A) = GQ). 
But the Fourier transform of  * p*(x) is ¢(A)G(A). ‘Therefore we have 
(Ff, p * p*) = [_,@@)#0) dp(A) = | aa P(A)|? dp). 


Since » is positive, the integral is positive, which proves (33). 
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We have described a method which enables us to construct an entire 
class of generalized functions which are positive-definite relative to a 
group G of transformations. It would be interesting to know for which 
groups G and spaces ® one can obtain by this method all generalized 
functions which are positive-definite relative to G, and also to clarify the: 
question of conditions for the uniqueness of the measure p. In this 
section we have solved these problems for the group G of all changes 
of sign of the arguments and the space Si of test functions, 


6. Evenly Positive-Definite Generalized Functions on the 
Space of Functions of One Variable with Bounded Supports 


6.1. Positive and Multiplicatively Positive Generalized Functions 


In this section we consider evenly positive-definite generalized 
functions on the space K, restricting ourselves to the case of functions 
of one variable. In other words, we consider even generalized functions 
F on K such that (F, p « p*) > 0 for any even infinitely differentiable 
function @ of one variable having bounded support. We will show that 
such a generalized function is the Fourier transform of a positive 
measure concentrated on the real and imaginary axes, which measure 
is not, however, uniquely defined. 

Let us consider the Fourier transform F' of an evenly positive-definite 
generalized function F on K. In view of the duality, relative to the Fourier 
transformation, between convolution and multiplication of functions, 
F has the following property: (F, y@) > 0 for any even function ¢(z) € Z. 

Thus, our problem reduces to that of describing all even generalized 
functions! F on Z such that (F, y¢) > O for all even functions in Z. 
In the case of functions of one variable which we are considering, we 
will succeed in reducing this problem to the simpler problem of describ- 
ing those generalized functions F such that (F, ¢y) > 0 for all functions 
g(z) which assume positive values on the real and imaginary axes, For 
this we need the following auxiliary theorem, 


Theorem 1. Let ¢(z) be an entire analytic function of one variable 
of order 4 and finite type (i.e., it satisfies an inequality of the form 
'db(z) | < C exp (a|z/|#)) which assumes positive values on the real 
axis, Then ¢(z) has the form ¢(z) = ¢(z)¢(z),? where gp(z) is an 


entire analytic function of order 3 and finite type. 


! Henceforth we will denote a generalized function on Z by the letter F, and not by F. 


? As above, y(z) denotes the function ¢(%). 


6.1 Space of Functions of One Variable 217 


Proof. Since (z) is of order 3, it can be expanded in an infinite 
product of the form’ 


ye) < aT (I~ 3) 0 


where the a, are the roots of (sz) and m is the order of the root z = Q. 
Since (z) is real on the real axis, the coefficients in its power series 
expansion are real, and therefore the complex roots of %(z) occur in 
conjugate pairs. Since, moreover, ¢(z) is positive on the real axis, its real 
roots have even order (in particular, m is even), and the coefficient 4 
is positive. We number the roots of (2) so that for any Rk one has ag, 
== Qy,,,, and introduce a new function 


p(z) = vam TT] (1 — a) . (2) 


Aa, 


Then it is obvious that ¢(z) = ¢(z)G(z). It remains for us to show only 
that g(z) has order § and finite type. In other words, we have to show 
that ¢(z) satisfies an inequality 


| o(2)| < Cy exp(a,| 2 |*). 


For this we make use of the following relation between the growth of an 
entire function and the density of its zeroes (cf. B. Ja. Levin, “‘Distribu- 
tion of Zeroes of Entire Functions,” Chapter I, Theorem 14. Amer. 
Math. Soc., Providence, Rhode Island, 1964). 

If an entire analytic function p(z) has order p and type a, and p ts not 
an integer, then 


and 


where n(r) is the number of roots of y(z) in the disk | z\| <1. Conversely, 
if these relations are satisfied, then y(2) has order p and type a. 

The number n,(r) of roots of ¢(z) in the disk | z | < r is equal to one 
half the number n(r) of roots of 4(z) in the same disk. Since the order 


3Cf, E, C, Titchmarsh, ‘*Theory of Functions,’”’ 2nd ed,, p. 250, Oxford Univ, Press, 
New York and London, 1939, 
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of ¥(z) is not an integer, then in view of the theorem quoted ¢(z) has 
order 3 and finite type. This proves the theorem. 

We can now prove the following assertion, which enables us to reduce 
the study of even generalized functions on Z, satisfying the inequality 
(F, ~¢) > 0 for any even function ¢(z) € Z, to the study of functions F 
for which (F, ¢~) > 0 if ¢(z) is positive on the real and imaginary axes. 


Theorem 2. Any even function @(z)¢Z, which assumes positive 
values on the set IN consisting of the real and imaginary axes, can be 
represented in the form @(z) = y(z)x(z), where y(z) is some even func- 
tion in Z. 


Proof. We associate with the function @(z) the function (z) = O(V2) 
(this function is well defined in view of the evenness of 6(z)). Obviously 
y(z) is an entire analytic function which assumes positive values on the 
real axis and has order $. By Theorem | we can write %(z) in the form 
W(z) = p(z)¢(z), where g(z) is an entire analytic function of order $ 
and finite type. Set y(z) == (z?). Since 


Az) = Y(2*) = p(2")G(2’) = x(2)X@), 


then for the proof of our assertion it suffices to show that y(z) € Z (the 
evenness of y(z) follows from its definition). 

In other words, we have to prove that for any k, y(z) satisfies an 
inequality of the form 


| #y(2)| < Cyet 


For this we note that by construction g(z) has order } and finite type, 


and therefore the function y(z) = y(z*) has order | and finite type, 
1.e., | y(z)| < Ce”#, The same is true of the function 2?*y(z). But for 
real values of z this last function is bounded, since 


| sPy(xy2 = | x(x, 

and z**@(z) is bounded on the real axis in view of 6(z) € Z. But if 
sup | «*y(x)| = ™M, 

then it follows from a known inequality of 5. N. Bernstein‘ that 


| s*x(z)| < Metlv!, 


Thus y(z) € Z, and Theorem 2 1s proved. 


4Cf. N. I, Achieser, ‘Theory of Approxtmation,” pp. 137-139, Ungar, New York, 
1956. 
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We have thus proven that any even function of one variable @(z) € Z, 
assuming positive values on the real and imaginary axes, can be represent- 
ed in the form @(z) = y(z)x(z), where y(z) is an even function in Z 
(for functions of several variables this theorem is apparently not true). 
Consequently, if the inequality (F, yy) > 0 is valid for all even functions 
in Z, then (F, @) > 0 for all functions 6(z) € Z which assume positive 
values on the real and imaginary axes. 

Thus, the problem of describing the even generalized functions F of 
one variable, for which (F, yx) > 0 for all even functions y(z) € Z, is 
equivalent to the problem of describing the even generalized functions 
F such that (F, 6) > 0 for all even functions 6 € Z which assume positive 
values on the real and imaginary axes. 

This problem will be solved in Section 6.3 with the help of a theorem 
on the extension of positive linear functionals. 


6.2. A Theorem on the Extension of Positive Linear Functionals® 


We will consider a linear space L whose elements are functions 
g(x), defined on some set IN. A function ¢(x) is called posztive, if p(x) > 0 
for all xe, An additive homogeneous functional F defined on L is 
called posttive, if (F, y) > 0 for all positive functions g(x) EL. We will 
say that a function g(x) defined on IN is subordinate to the space L, if 
there exists a function ¢(x)¢L such that —7(x) < p(x) < (x). The 
following theorem holds. 


Theorem 3. Let L be a linear space whose elements are functions 
defined on some set IN, and let F be a positive additive homogeneous 
functional on L. Then the functional F can be extended, without losing 
its positivity, to any linear space M consisting of functions which are 
subordinate to L, 


Proof. ‘lake any function g(x) ¢ M which does not belong to L, 
and denote by L, the linear space generated by ¢,(x) and L. In order to 
extend the functional F to L,, consider all the functions (x) and y(x) 
in L such that p(x) < 9,(x) < x(x) (the existence of at least one such 


*In point of fact, a theory of the extension of positive additive homogeneous func- 
tionals can be constructed for any linear space in which a partial ordering of elements 
is defined, having the usual properties: 

(a) If x <y, » < 2, then x < 2, 

(b) ifx <v 

(c) x < xX. 


y <x, then x — y, 


, 
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pair of functions follows from the fact that g,(x) is subordinate to L), 
In view of the positivity of F, we have (F, %) < (F, x). But then sup 
(F, %) < inf(F, x), where sup(F, x) is taken over all functions (x) such 
that %(x) < ,(x), and inf(F, y) is taken over all functions y(x) such that 
@1(x) < x(x) (it is understood that x(x), x(x) € L). We choose a number 
c lying between sup(F, %) and inf(F, y), and set (F, g) = (F, @) + Ac 
for all functions of the form g(x) = @(x) + Ag,(x), where @(x) €L. 
Obviously this defines an additive homogeneous functional on L,. We 
show that this functional is positive. Suppose that the function ¢(x) 
= Ox) + Ay,(x) 1s positive. If A >O, then —A-!0(x) < (x) and 
consequently, in view of sup(F, 4) < c, we have —A-1(F, 6) < c. But then 
(F, ~) = (F, @) + Ac > O. Similarly, one shows that (F, y) > Oif A < 0. 
In the case A = Q the inequality (F, ~) > 0 follows from the assumed 
positivity of F on L, 

Thus, we have extended F to L, while preserving its positivity. Choosing 
after this another function ¢,(x) ¢ M not belonging to L,, we extend F, 
preserving its positivity, to the space generated by ¢.(x) and L,, and so 
on. Continuing this process and using transfinite induction, we can 
extend F to all of M while preserving its positivity. 

We remark that the extension of F which we have carried out is, in 
general, not unique. This is the essential difference between the construc- 
tion carried out here and those carried out in previous sections, where 
the functionals were extended by continuity and the extensions were 
therefore unique. We will see below that the positive measures, the 
proofs of whose existence will be based upon Theorem 3, are in certain 
cases defined in a nonunique manner. 


6.3. Even Positive Generalized Functions on Z 


In this paragraph we describe the even generalized functionsFon Z such 
that (F, 6) > 0 for all even functions 6(z) ¢ Z which assume positive 
values on the real and imaginary axes. 


Theorem 4. Let F be an even generalized function of one variable 
on Z such that (F, @) > 0 for all even functions 6(z) € Z which assume 
positive values on the real and imaginary axes. Then there exist positive 
even measures p, and p, such that 


(Fey= | oxy din(ey + | oy) duly) (3) 
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for all even functions g(z) €¢ Z. These measures are such that the integral 
{ (+)? dane) (4) 
converges for some p > Q, and the integral 


fet" dual) (5) 


converges for all a > 0. 

Conversely, if two positive even measures p, and pe satisfy the latter 
conditions, then (3) defines a generalized function F on Z such that 
(F, 0) > 0 for all even functions 6(z) € Z which assume positive values 
on the real and imaginary axes. 


Proof. We start with the second (converse) part of the theorem. We 
have to prove only that, if the conditions on p, and pe are satisfied, then 
the functional F is continuous on Z, Since Z is the union of its subspaces 
Z(a), it suffices to show the continuity of F in the topology of Z(a) for 
all a > 0. From the definition of the topology in Z (cf. the appendix to 
Section | of Chapter I, p. 23) it follows that a neighborhood of zero in 
Z(a) is defined by an inequality of the form 


sup (1 + | ¥|?)\ e@)l <9. (6) 
Moreover, if ¢(z) C Z(a), then 


sup | pw + iy) < Aer", (7) 


where 
A = sup | lx). 


From this and the conditions upon the measures p, and py it follows 
that the integrals 


[ 9) duy() and [ pty) due(y) 


converge for all functions ¢(z) in the neighborhood U’ of zero defined by 
an inequality of the form (6), if we set r = p. In addition, the values 
of these integrals will remain bounded as ¢(z) ranges over the neighbor- 
hood U’. We have therefore proven that F is bounded on Ul’. Consequently, 


222 PosITIVE AND PosITIVE-DEFINITE FUNCTIONS Ch. II 


it is continuous on the subspace Z(a). From this follows its continuity 
on all of Z. 

Now we proceed to the proof of the direct assertion of the theorem. 
We will denote the space of even functions in Z by Z, Functions in Z, 
will be considered only on the set IN consisting of the real and imaginary 
axes. Correspondingly, these functions will be called positive if they 
assume positive values on the real and imaginary axes. From the condi- 
tions of the theorem it follows that F is positive (on Z,). Therefore, by 
Theorem 3 it can be extended, while preserving its positivity, to all 
functions 7(z) defined on I and subordinate to the space Z, (i.e., such 
that the inequality — A(z) < ¢(z) < &z) holds on M for some function 
Az) €Z,). 

Using these remarks, we extend the functional F, preserving its 
positivity, to all functions of the form g(z)f(z), where ¢(z) is a positive 
function in Z,, and f(z) is a function from the space Cy of continuous 
functions on IY which tend to zero as | z | — 00 (Cy 1s taken with the 
usual topology); it is easily seen that all functions of this form are sub- 
ordinate to Z,. We may suppose, without loss of generality, that (F, 
p(z)f(z)) = 0 if f(z) is an odd function. 

We now associate with every positive function ¢(z) € Z, a functional 
F, on Cy, defined by 


(Foot) = Ff) 


(the right side of this equation is meaningful for any f(z) € C)). 

The functional F was extended without losing its positivity. Therefore 
(F,, f) > 0 for all positive functions f(z) € C)(i.e., functions which assume 
positive values on the set Wt). Moreover, F,, is continuous relative to the 
topology of Cy, because 


= Sup if(@)(FS ep) < Fo f) < SUP | F(Z) 


By a theorem of F. Riesz, there exists a measure v, on M such that 


a 


(Fy f= | fla) degl2) (8) 


Wi 


for all functions f(z) € Cy. Since (F,, f) = 0 for odd functions f(z), the 
measure v, is even. 
Equation (8) can be rewritten in the form 


dv,(2) 
(2) 


(Fof) = Fo) = | oayfa) 
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Setting p(z)f(z) = A(z) and dv,(z)/p(z) = dp,(z), we obtain 
(F, 6) = I, 6(z) dy, (z). (9) 


By considering the expression (F, ¢,y.f), we observe that the measure 
uz, does not depend upon the choice of g(z). Therefore we will denote 
it simply by p. Let pw, and ps be the restrictions of » to the real and 
imaginary axis, respectively. Then (9) becomes 


(F,6) = f° Os) duyte) +f OCiy) duly). (10) 


We have obtained this equality for functions of the form @(z) = ¢(z)f(z), 
where g(2) is a positive function in Z,, and f(z) € Cy. But any positive 
function 6(z) € Z, can be represented in this form, setting, for example, 


l 
+ 24) 


Ae) = O(2\(1 + 24) G 


(it is obvious that @(z)(1 + 2‘) belongs to Z, and is positive on Wt, and 
1/(1 + 2‘) belongs to Cy). Therefore (10) is proven for all positive 
functions in Z,. 

Using the validity of (10) for positive functions in Z,, let us prove 
that », and p, satisfy the conditions of the theorem. Indeed, the func- 
tional F is continuous relative to the topology of Z. Therefore for any 
a > 0 there is a neighborhood U of zero in the space Z(2a) such that 
\(F, v)| <1 for all g(z)e¢ U. This neighborhood U is defined by an 
inequality of the form 


sup |(1 + x*)"@(x)| < ». 
Let us now choose a sequence of positive even functions® »,(z) € U 


6 Such a sequence can be constructed in the form 


& 


prs) = <B(z)a (=) 3 (=). 


where a(z) is an even function in the space Z(4a) such that «(0) = 1, and f(z) is a function 
of the form 
+ z—x 
B(z) = { xm at dx, 
-o (1) + x*)P 


where y(z) is an even function in Z(a) such that nae y(x) dx # O and the Fourier trans- 
form of y(x) is positive. We omit the details of the corresponding estimates, because 
similar techniques appeared in Lemma 3 of Section 3. 
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such that lim, .,. p,(%) = Bo(2) exists for any z €M and £,(z) satisfies 
the inequalities 
A 
Bo(x) = + x (11) 
and 
Boy) & Bewlv'. (12) 


From the inequalities 


Fon) = | gale) dute) + | guliy) duly) <1 


and the estimates (11) and (12) it follows, in view of Fatou’s lemma, 
that the integrals 


* — duy(x) 
{ ae a?)P 


and 


2% 


[et dpsly) 


converge. Since a was arbitrary, this proves that p», and pe satisfy the 
conditions of the theorem. 

We have already seen that the fulfillment of these conditions implies 
the continuity of the functional 


» 


[obey dale) + J gli) duals) 


relative to the topology of Z. But this functional coincides with the 
functional (F, g) on those functions in Z, which are representable in the 
form 6(z)f(z), where 6(z) € Z, is positive and f(z) ¢ Cp»). Therefore, to 
prove that (10) holds for all functions in Z, it remains for us to show 
that the set of functions of the form @(z)f(z) is everywhere dense in Z,. 

Let g(z) be some function in Z,. Then there is a real number ¢ such 
that 


—A(2 + cos cz) < y(z) < A(2 + cos cz) 


on the real and imaginary axes. Now take any function o(z)€Z, such 
that a(0) = I, and set 


a a 


gn(2) = plz)o (=) a (=) . 


n n 
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Then the sequence {y,(z)} converges to ¢(z) in the topology of Z, and 
the ¢,(z) can be represented in the form 


7] 
Pnl2) = AZ + cos cz)(1 + 24)o (") 2 A (2 + cos ayia ey 
But 


6,(2) = A(2 + cos cz)(1 + 24)x (=) o (=| 
is obviously a positive function in Z,, and f(z) = [@(z)/(2 + cos cz) 
(1 + 2*)] tends to zero as | z | > 00. This proves that the functions of the 
form 42z)f(z) constitute an everywhere dense set in Z,, and therefore (10) 
holds for all functions in Z, Theorem 4 is thus proved. 

We remark that this theorem is also valid for functions of several 
variables. Namely, the following assertion holds. 


Theorem 4’. Let F be an even generalized function on the space Z 
of several variables such that (F, @) > 0 for all even functions 6(z) € Z 
which assume positive values on the set I consisting of all points, each 
of whose coordinates is either real or pure imaginary. Then F has the 
form 


Feg)= | oz) dule), 


where p is an even positive measure on the set ¢ such that for any a > 0 
the integral 


f+ fx Py rene dul) 
mM 


converges for some p > 0. 

The proof of this theorem repeats almost verbatim that of Theorem 
4. We have not stopped to prove Theorem 4’ because we do not know, 
for functions of several variables, whether or not the concepts of positivity 
and multiplicative positivity are equivalent. 

For functions of one variable, as has been shown in Section 6.1, this 
equivalence holds. Thus, (3) describes not only positive, but also multi- 
plicatively positive generalized functions on Z, (i.e., even generalized 
functions on Z such that (F, y@) > 0 for all even functions ¢(z) € Z). 
By means of the Fourier transformation we obtain the following theorem, 
which describes evenly positive-definite generalized functions’ on the 


? That is, even generalized functions F on K such that (F, ¢ * ¢*) > 0 for all even 
functions ¢(x) € K. 
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space K of infinitely differentiable functions of one variable, having 
bounded supports. 


Theorem 5. Let F be an evenly positive-definite generalized func- 
tion on the space K of one variable. Then there exist even positive 
measures p, and ps such that for all gy € K one has 


(F, 9) = | Gx) dine) + | GG) duly), (13) 


where ¢(z) is the Fourier transform of g(x). The measures p, and pe 
are such that fe”! duo(y) converges for all a > 0, and f (1 + x?)-? 
du(x) converges for some p > 0. 

If an evenly positive-definite generalized function F has the form 


(F, 9) = | flee) dx, 


where f(x) is a continuous function, then the measure p, in (13) is finite. 
Conversely, if y, is finite, and f[ e*'”! duo(y) converges for all a > 0, 
then F is given by a continuous function. Hence we obtain a description 
of continuous evenly positive-definite functions of one variable. 


Theorem 6. Let the continuous function f(x) be evenly positive- 
definite. Then f(x) has the form 


fe) = | ef du(r) + | e#* dus(X), 


where p, and ps are even positive measures such that p, is finite, and 
fe duo(A) converges for all a > 0. 


6.4. An Example of the Nonuniqueness of the Positive Measure 
Corresponding to a Positive Functional on Z,, 


We have already pointed out in Section 6.2 that the extension of a 
positive functional may be nonunique. Therefore the positive measures 
p, and pz, defined, according to Theorem 4, by a positive functional on 
Z, are, generally speaking, not uniquely defined by this functional. 
We present here an example of this nonuniqueness. 
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Choose any a, |<a<2. Set b= jaa, and let exp(—2“e7'?) 
= ,(z) + iv,(z), where ys, and yf, are real functions. 

Let (x) denote the function which coincides with %,(x) where 
w(x) > 0 and is zero otherwise. Similarly, let s7(x) coincide with 
—z,(x) where %,(x) <0 and be zero otherwise. We define %3(x) and 
s(x) in the same way. We take the functions #, d7, og, and wz as the 
densities of measures p,, p], pg and ps. It is easily seen that these 
measures are defined by 


pet (x) = { max[0, exp(—t? cos 5) cos(t? sin b)] dt, 
By (x) = — i min{0, exp(—t* cos 4) cos(t? sin b)] dt, 
pg (x) = i max[0, exp(—-t® cos 6) sin(¢* sin 8)] dt, 
pee) = ~ f min{0, exp(—t# cos b) sin(¢® sin b)] dt. 


It is obvious that pf (x), w(x), ws (x), wg(x) are increasing functions of x, 
and 


rie) A wy), wy (*) A wy). 


We now prove that 


[ ) dusts) + fo ey) dual) = [oly dye) + Fob) dag) 
(14) 


for any even function g(z) € Z. This will show that the distinct pairs 
41, fg and py, ps define the same positive functional on Z,. 
To prove (14), we note that 


f expl—ate-"Io(s) de = if expl—y"e-]e(yy) ay (15) 


for any function g(z) € Z, where 6 = jza. 

Indeed, the function exp[— z“e~'?] p(z) is analytic in the region bound- 
ed by intervals on the real and imaginary axes and the circles | z| = p 
and | z| = R (Fig. 1). Therefore its integral along the contour of this 
region equals zero. But 


| exp[- 2%e~-!"]| = exp(--| 2 |") cos a(w — 4m), 
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where « = arg z. In view of | <a <2 and 0 <a < za, the integrals 
along the arcs of the circles | z| = p and |z| = R tend to zero as 
p— OQ and R— oo (recall that p(z)€Z and therefore satisfies an inequality 
of the form | g(z)| < Ce’l¥! < Ce!?'), From this it follows that the 
integrals of the function exp[—2“e~"]g(z) along the real axis and the 
imaginary axis are equal. This proves (15). 


Fic. | 


Now let g(z) be an even function which assumes real values on the 
real axis. Then it also assumes real values on the imaginary axis. Equating 
the real terms in (15), we obtain 


| exp[—.«* cos 5] cos(x* sin b)p(x) dx 
"0 


a i exp[—y? cos 5] sin(y* sin b)p(7y) dy. (16) 
0 


But this is just another way of writing (14), which one can easily see by 
breaking up the integral on the left side into integrals over the regions 
where cos(x“ sin b) > 0 and cos(x“ sin 6) < 0, and the integral on the 
right side into integrals over the regions where sin(x“ sin 6) > 0 and 
sin(x“ sin b) < 0. 

This proves (14) for any even function g(z) which assumes real values 
on the real axis. 

Now take any even function g(z) ¢ Z and represent it in the form 


P(z) = Pi(%) + 2p2(2), 


where 9,(2) = 49(z) + $9(2) and ¢,(z) = [y(z) — 9(8)]/2i. The func- 
tions g,(z) and ¢,(z) are even functions in Z which assume real values 
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on the real axis. Formula (14) holds for these functions, and therefore 
it holds also for ¢(z). 
We have therefore constructed the sought for example. 


7. Multiplicatively Positive Linear Functionals on 
Topological Algebras with Involutions 


7.1. Topological Algebras with Involutions 


As we have already said, the basic concepts introduced and studied 
in Sections 2-6 (positivity, multiplicative positivity, positive definiteness) 
pertain in essence to the theory of topological algebras with involutions. 
Let us give the basic definitions concerning these algebras. 

A linear space L is called an algebra with an involution, if an operation 
of multiplication of elements and an operation of passing to the adjoint 
element x* (involution) is defined in it, satisfying the following axioms: 


(1) (xy)z = x(yz); 

(2) xy + 2) = xy + wz, (y + z)x = yr + 2x; 
(3) A(xy) = (Ax)y = xy); 

(4) (@*)* = x; 

(5) (Av + py)* = Ax* + jay*, 

(6) (xy)* = y*x*. 


An algebra L is called commutative if the multiplication of elements 
is commutative, Le., xy = yx. If L contains an element e (the unit of the 
algebra) such that xe = ex = x for all x EL, then L is called an algebra 
with a unit. 

As a rule, one considers algebras which are linear topological spaces. 
In this case the algebraic operations (including the involution) are 
required to be continuous in the topology of the space. 

If Z is anormed space, then the algebra is also called normed, and one 
requires that the norm introduced into the algebra satisfy the following 
conditions: 


(1) ley || <I xiii y | 


(2) |le* | = xl, 
(3) the algebra LZ is complete relative to the norm || x ||, 7.e., lim,» +0 
|| X», — Xm || = 0 implies the existence of an element x eZ for which 


lim || # — || = 0. 
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‘The spaces K and S become topological algebras with involutions 
if for multiplication we take, for example, the ordinary multiplication 
of functions, and for involution we take the operation of passing from 
g(x) to g(x). The space Z is also a topological algebra with involution. 
Multiplication in Z is defined as the ordinary multiplication of functions, 
and for involution is taken the operation y(z) > ¢(z) = (2%) (it is easily 
seen that ¢(z) € Z). 

For algebras with an involution, the concept of a multiplicatively 
positive linear function is defined in the following way. 

A linear functional F on a topological algebra with involution L is 
called multiplicatively positive if (F, xx*) > 0 for all x EL. 

It is easy to see that multiplicatively positive generalized functions 
on the spaces K and S are simply multiplicatively positive linear func- 
tionals for the corresponding algebras. 

The concept of positive definiteness can also be considered as a special 
case of multiplicative positivity for linear functionals, for a suitable 
definition of the multiplication of elements in the algebra. 

Namely, if a new product is defined in S, taking the convolution of 
two functions as their product, and the involution is defined as the 


transformation g(x) > ¢*(x) = g(—«x), then multiplicatively positive 
linear functionals on this algebra are positive-definite generalized 
functions. 

The concept of even positive definiteness also lies within this scheme. 
Namely, we define the product of the functions g(x) and (x) as the 
function 


x(x) = > [eon tees Vnb(%y HE Vis: ay Ky cE Vn) dy, tee dyn, (1) 


and involution is defined as the transformation g(x) > p*(x) = g(—x). 
Then multiplicatively positive functionals are evenly positive-definite 
generalized functions. 

One can obtain a complete description of multiplicatively positive 
functionals on a normed algebra with involution. In order to do this, 
we introduce the concept of a symmetric homomorphism of an algebra 
with an involution into the field of complex numbers. 

A symmetric homomorphism of an algebra L with involution into the 
field of complex numbers is a linear functional M on L such that 


(M, xy) = (M, x)(M, y) and = (M,x*) = (M,x). 


For algebras consisting of functions of a real variable, in which the 
multiplication of elements is defined as the multiplication of functions, 
and the involution as g(x) — g(x), an example of a symmetric homo- 
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morphism is the correspondence g(x) — 9(xy), where xq is some real 
number. However, certain algebras have other symmetric homomor- 
phisms. For example, if we introduce a multiplication into the space 
of even functions in Z or in Si by means of (1), and the involution is 


taken as ¢(z) — g(—2), then every correspondence 


(1, ---) Sn) —> gz}, er 2), 


where 2], ..., 2%, are real or pure imaginary numbers, is a symmetric 
homomorphism. 

We will denote the set of all symmetric homomorphisms of an algebra 
L by M. Obviously, to each element x EL there corresponds a function 
x(M) = (M, x), defined on the set It. If the algebra L is commutative 
and normed, then one can introduce a topology in the set I such that 
every function x(M) will be continuous, and I will be compact. 

To every positive finite measure o(/M) defined on WM there corresponds 
a linear functional on the algebra L, defined by 


(Fy, x) = { x(M) do(M). 
For any x €L we have 


(F,, xx*) = { xx*(M) do(M) = { | x(M)|? do(M) > 0. 


Therefore the functional F, is multiplicatively positive. It can be shown 
that these functionals exhaust the set of multiplicatively positive linear 
functionals on commutative normed algebras with involutions. Precisely 
speaking, the following theorem holds. 


Theorem 1. Every multiplicatively positive linear functional F 
on a commutative normed algebra L with involution can be represented, 
in a unique way, in the form 


(Fx) = | (MM) dol) 


where o(M) is a positive measure on the set I of symmetric homomor- 
phisms of the algebra LZ into the field of complex numbers. 

‘For the proof of this theorem the reader can consult, for example, 
M. A. Naimark, ‘““Normed Rings.’ Nordhoff, Groningen, 1959. 
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7.2. The Algebra of Polynomials in Two Variables 


Using Theorem |, one can obtain a description of evenly positive- 
definite continuous functions which do not grow faster than e*/*!, a > 0. 
The methods which were used in Section 5 enable one to obtain a 
corresponding description for functions which grow more slowly than 
all of the functions exp (e | x | 2), « > 0, and, in particular, for all func- 
tions which do not grow faster than exp (a | x |). Presumably the results 
of Section 5 could also be obtained if one succeeded in constructing a 
sufficiently developed theory of topological rings with involutions. 

However, for arbitrary commutative algebras with involutions which 
are not normed, a theorem analogous to Theorem | is not valid, generally 
speaking. There exist topological algebras with involutions for which 
some multiplicatively positive linear functionals are not positive. An 
example of such an algebra is the algebra P of polynomials in two 
variables. This algebra consists of all polynomials of the form 


9% 9) =F) ayxry!. 


Multiplication is defined as the usual multiplication of polynomials; 
and involution, as passing from the polynomial ¢(x, y) to the polynomial 


P(x, Y) = DY) Gyxty!. 
Rye 
A sequence 
P(X, Y) =D, amlacty! 
kt 


of polynomials in P is said to converge to the polynomial g(x, y) = 
Ln. Grrty', if the degree of all of the @,(x, y) is the same as that of 
g(x, y), and 

lim ay = a, 
for all k and J. 

To define a homomorphism of the algebra P into the field of complex 
numbers, it is sufficient to specify the values x) and yg which the mono- 
mials x and y assume under the homomorphism (x) and yy may be 
complex numbers). Then the homomorphism is given by 


f(x, 9) > ~ UpXSVp: 
k,1=0 


Obviously, such a homomorphism will be symmetric if x9 and yg are 
real numbers. Therefore the positive elements in the algebra P are those 
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for which 9(x, y) > 0 for all real values of x and y. Hilbert has construct- 
ed an example of a positive polynomial of two variables which is not a 
linear combination of polynomials of the form ¢(«, y)x%(x, y). 

This example is constructed in the following way. We consider any 
eight points M,, ..., M, inthe plane such that no three of them are collin- 
ear and no six of them lie on a curve of the second order. As is proved 
in algebraic geometry, an infinite set of third-order curves can be passed 
through these points, and all of these curves intersect in some ninth 
point M, (cf. R. J. Walker, ‘Algebraic Curves,” Theorem 6.2, p. 70. 
Princeton Univ. Press, Princeton, New Jersey, 1950). Let us show that 
any polynomial f(x, y) of the sixth degree which is a sum of squares 
of polynomials ¢,(x, y), and vanishes at the points M,, .... Ms, must 
also vanish at M,. Indeed, suppose that 


fle.y) =D okey) and f(M,) = ... = f(My) = 0. 


k=1 


Then each of the ,(x, y) vanishes at the points M,, .... M5. But since 
these points do not lie on any one second-order curve, all of the ¢,(x, y) 
are polynomials of the third degree. Now the curves »,(x, y) = 0 
pass through the points M,, .... Mg. But then, as was remarked above, 
they also pass through the point Mg, ie., ~,(M,) = 0. Consequently 
f(M,) = 0. 

It follows that any polynomial f(x, y) of the sixth degree which equals 
zero at the points M,, .... Mg, and is different from zero at M,, cannot be 
represented as a sum of squares of polynomials. Let us now show that 
there exists a sixth-degree polynomial f(x, y) which is nonnegative for 
all x, y, vanishes at the points M,, ..., Mg, and is different from zero at 
M,. This will prove the existence of a positive polynomial which cannot 
be represented as a sum of squares of polynomials. 

The polynomial f(x, y) is constructed in the following way. Let 
g(x, y) = 0 and (x, y) = 0 be two fixed curves of the third order which 
pass through the points M,, ..., My. We pass a second-order curve 
a(x, y) = 0 through M,, ..., M5, and a fourth-order curve B(x, y) = 0 
through M,, .... M,, for which M,, M,, M, are double points. Let us 
show that these curves do not pass through Mg. Indeed, suppose that 
a(M,) = 0. Choose any point N on the curve a(x, y) = 0, different 
from the M,, and set A = —q@(N)/#(N). The third-order curve 0(x, y) 
= g(x, y) + Ad(x, y) = 0 passes through the points Mj, ..., M, and N, 
and thus has seven points in common with the second-order curve 
a(x, y) = 0. But if curves of order m and n have more than mn common 
points, then they have acommon component (cf. R. J. Walker, ‘‘Algebraic 
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Curves,” Theorem 3.1, p. 59. Princeton Univ. Press, Princeton, New 
Jersey, 1950). This component can only be the curve a(x, y) = 0. Thus, 
the curve @(x, y) = 0 splits up into a curve of the second order and a 
straight line. Since the curve a(x, y) = 0 does not pass through the 
points M,, M,, Mg (otherwise six of the points M,, 1 <k < 8, would 
lie on a second-order curve), the points M,, M,, M, must lie on the 
second component of the curve 6(x, y) = 0, i.e., on some straight line. 
But this contradicts the choice of the points Mj, ..., Mg. 

Thus, we have proven that the curve a(x, y) = 0 does not pass through 
Mg. One proves in the same way that the curve B(x, y) = 0 does not pass 
through M,. Without loss of generality we may suppose that a(M,) 
B( Mg) > 0. 

Now consider the curve (with p > 0) 


x(*, ¥) = p*(%, ¥) + P(x, ¥) + pa(x, y)B(x, ¥) = 0. 


The polynomial y(x, y) is a polynomial of the sixth degree which 
vanishes at the points M,, | <k < 8, and is positive at M,. Therefore 
it cannot be represented as a sum of squares of polynomials. It remains 
to show that for some choice of p > 0 this polynomial will be positive. 
For this we note that for p = 0 y(x, y) becomes ¢%(x, y) + (x, y), for 
which the points M,, 1 <k <9 are minimum points, and (x, y) 
+ (x, y) vanishes at these points. The points M,, 1 <k < 8, are also 
stationary points of the polynomial a(x, y)B(x, y), since its partial derivat- 
ives vanish at these points (at the points Mj, .... M,; both a(x, y) and 
B(x, y) vanish, and M,, M,, M, are double points for the curve f(x, y) 
=(). Therefore there is apy > 0 such that forO < p < py the polynom- 
ial p*(x, y) + P(x, y) + pa(x, y)B(x, y) has zero minima at the points 
M,, 1 <k <8, and is positive at Mg. 

We can find disks 92, with centers at M,, 1 < k < 9, such that in the 
region made up of these disks the polynomial y(x, y) will be nonnegative 
for 0 < p < pp, and vanishes only at M,, 1 < k < 8. Outside of these 
disks the function |(y? + ~7)/a8| has a nonzero minimum A. Therefore 
for p < A one has ¢*(x, y) + W(x, y) > p! a(x, y)B(x, y) | outside these 
disks. But then the polynomial y(x, y) is positive for 0 <p < min 
(Py, A). 

This proves the existence of a positive polynomial in two variables 
which cannot be represented as a sum of squares of polynomials. 

It can be proven that Hilbert’s polynomial not only is not a 
sum of squares of polynomials, but also cannot be approximated in 
the space of polynomials of the sixth degree by sums of squares of 
polynomials. 


2 Multiplicatively Positive Linear Functionals 235 


Denote now by T, the cone, in the linear space P, of polynomials 
of the sixth degree, consisting of all polynomials of the form 


» pile, y), 
k=1 


where the 9,(x, y) are polynomials with real coefficients. Hilbert’s 
polynomial f(x, y) does not belong to the closure of this cone. Therefore 
one can construct a linear functional on the space P, which is positive 
on the cone T, and assumes a negative value at f(x, y). This functional 
can be extended to the entire algebra of polynomials in such a way that 
it assumes positive values on all polynomials which are representable 
as sums of squares of polynomials. As a result one obtains a linear 
functional on the algebra of all polynomials in two variables which is 
multiplicatively positive but not positive. 

The example which has been considered shows that for topological 
rings with involutions the concepts of positivity and multiplicative 
positivity of linear functionals do not, generally speaking, coincide. 
It would be very important to distinguish the class of topological rings 
in which these concepts coincide. As we have seen, the rings K, S, Z, 
S}, and others belong to this class. 

Hilbert’s example is closely connected with the moment problem for 
functions of two variables. This problem consists in the following. 


Given numbers py, 0 <j, k < ©, it is required to find a positive measure 
o such that 


in = [| wy do(x, 9). 


If the moment problem has a solution, then for any polynomial 


p(*, 9) = DY ajux!y 
j,k=0 
which is positive for all real values of x and y, one has 


n 


> Betis = > Aix : { xy" do(x, y) = { { p(x, y) do(x, y) = 0. 


j,k—0 


In other words, the linear functional F on the space P of polynomials 
in two variables, defined by 


a n 


(F ) > aniy*) a > Qjgb ik» (2) 


j,;k=0 j,k=0 
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must be positive. It can be shown, using the theorem on the extension 
of positive linear functionals (cf. Theorem 3 of Section 6), that this 
condition is also sufficient. 

In the case of functions of one variable the weaker requirement of 
multiplicative positivity for F turns out to be sufficient for the moment 
problem to be solvable. As Hilbert’s example shows, for functions of two 
variables there exist multiplicatively positive linear functionals which 
are not positive. Therefore the condition that 


(F, p(x, y) 2 0 


for all polynomials y(x, y), where F is the linear functional defined by 
(2), is not sufficient for the solvability of the moment problem. It should 
be remarked, however, that if one imposes upon the growth of the 
moments p,, certain known restrictions which guarantee the possibility 
of extending the functional (2) from the space of polynomials to one or 
another space of entire functions, then the condition of multiplicative 
positivity becomes not only necessary but also sufficient for the solvability 
of the moment problem. In this case the solution of the moment problem 
will be unique. 


CHAPTER III 


Generalized Random Processes 


1. Basic Concepts Connected with Generalized Random Processes 
1.1. Random Variables 


We assume that the reader is familiar with the basic concepts of 
probability theory. However, since the concept of a random variable 
is fundamental for this chapter and since the definition of this concept 
which will be used in this book differs outwardly from that generally 
used, we begin with the definition of a random variable. 

We say that a random variable € is defined, if for each real x a number 
P(x) is given, called the probability of the event € < x, with the following 
properties: 


(1) P(x) < P(%), if x < x,, 
(3)  lim,q¢pP(x) = P(a@). 


Defining the function P(x) uniquely defines the probability P(X) that 
the value of the random variable € belong to the Borel set X. 

If we consider several random variables &,, ..., €,, then giving the 
probability distribution of each of the €, is no longer sufficient. It is 
necessary to know also the probability P(x,, ..., x,) that one have simul- 
taneously £, < x, ..., &, <%,. The probability P(X) that the point 
E = (&,, »-» €,) belongs to a Borel set X in n-dimensional space R,, is 
uniquely defined by these probabilities. We will call the collection 
€& = (&,, ..., €&,) an n-dimensional random variable. 

Of course, giving the probability distribution P(x,, ..., x,) uniquely 
defines the probability distributions of the random variables €,. These 
are given by 


P(x,,) = P(00, ..., Xp, «+» 00). 


One can similarly find the probability distribution for any subset 
2a) 
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bs ai Sie of the €,. To do this, one replaces those x, in P(x,, ..., x) 
for which k is not one of k,, ..., Rk, by 0. 

Let us now consider an infinite set {€,} of random variables. In this 
case we define, for any finite collection &,, ..., &,, the probability P(x,. ..., 
X,) that €, < %,,--., &, <%,-! These probabilities must be compatible 
in the sense that for any random variables &,, ..., €,,, the probability 
P(x, ..., ¥,) that 


fe<%, Loken (1) 
must coincide with the probability P(x, ..., x,, 00) that 
En << Xp, Ll<k<n, Cage OO: 


In other words, imposing a condition of the form &€,,, < © does not 
change the probability of the event (1). 

Thus, a set {€,} of random variables is considered to be defined if for any 
finite collection of random variables &€,, ..., €&, we specify the joint proba- 
bility distribution P(x,, ..., x,), and these distributions are compatible. 

Now let us introduce the concept of the equahty of two random variables 
€ and 7». We will say that € = y, if for any real numbers a < } the 
probability that simultaneously a < € <b and a <7 <5 is the same 
as the probability that a < € < }, and is also the same as the probability 
that a <7 < b. Thus, if P(X, Y) denotes the probability that € € X, 
n € Y, and P,(X) denotes the probability that € ¢ X, then € = 7» means 
that P(X, X) = P,(X). Further, if XA Y =O and €=7y, then 
P(X, Y) = 0. Indeed, by the compatibility condition 


P(X) = P(X, R,), 
where R, is the real line. But 
P(X, R,) = P(X, X) + P(X, R, — X), 
and by definition of the equality of two random variables, P,(X) = 
P(X, X). From this it follows that P(X, R, — X) = 0.Since YC R, — X, 
a fortiori P(X, Y) = 0. 


In order to show that our definition of the equality of random variables 
is a natural one, we prove the following theorem. 


1 Of course the probabilities P(x,, ..., x,) depend upon which random variables é,, ..., &n 
from {é,} we are considering. 
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Theorem 1. Let € = 7. Then for any random variables &,, ..., €,, 
the probability P(x, ..., x,, x) that 


Bee Mis Aaa Mas eee (2) 
coincides with the probability P,(x,, ..., x,, «) that 
ra < My very £. < Xny 7} <M, (3) 


Proof. We prove that both P(x, ..., x,, x) and P(x, ..., x,, x) coincide 
with the probability P(x, ..., x,, x, x) that €&; < x, ...,&, <*,,& <x, 
7 <x. Indeed, we have shown that € = 7 implies the vanishing of the 
probability of having simultaneously € <x and 7» > x. Certainly, 
then, the probability P(x,, ..., x,, x, x) that 


Gp iy ae Sa es E< x, QeX 
vanishes. But it follows from the compatibility condition that 
P(ai5, s5+5 ns @) — Plo. -2s, Mp, OO), 
where P(x,, ..., x,, x, 00) denotes the probability that 


& < My very os < Xn é < x, 7} < ®. 


Since 
P21, 25 Xpy #, 00) = P(xy, 00, Xn, XX) + P(xy, 00, X ps XX) 
and 
P(x, egMase x )-— 0; 
then 


P(x, sory Xing x) = P(x, sory Xny Ky x). 


In exactly the same way one proves that the probability P,(x, , ..., x, x) 
of (3) being fulfilled coincides with P(x, ..., x,, *, x), which proves that 


P5505, Bas &): S Py eases Sae-®): 


One can similarly prove that if €; = 7, .... &: = 7», then the probabi- 
lity P(X) that (€,, ..., &,) € X coincides with the probability P,(X) that 
(M1) ++) Mn) € X. 

Henceforth we will not distinguish between equal random variables. 

Let y = f(x, ..., X,) be some measurable function of the arguments 
X41) Xp, and let &,, ..., €&, be random variables. We will define a random 
variable 7 = f(&, ..., €,), i-e., we will specify, for any random variables 
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Cy +--+» ¢,,, the probability of the point ({,, ..., ¢,, 7) belonging to a given 
set Z in (n + 1)-dimensional space R,,,,. Of course, it is sufficient to 
specify this probability only for sets of the form Z = Z x Y, where Z 
is some set in m-dimensional space, Y is a set on the real line, and Z x Y 
denotes the set of those points (2, ...,2,,, y) such that (2, ..., 2%,)¢€Z 
and ye Y. 

We consider (m + m)-dimensional space R 
the set of all points (2,, ..., 2,3 %), ..-, *,)in R 
and f(x), ..., %,)€ Y. 

Now set 


ntm and denote by W 
such that (z,, ..., 2) € Z 


ans n+ 


P\(Z) = P\(Z x Y) = P(W), 
where P(W) denotes the probability that 


(215. «625 Zigh My se-y Be) CW. 


We take P,(Z) for the probability distribution of the random variable 

(Li «+> Gn» 7). We have thus defined the joint probability distribution 

of the random variable y = f(§,.... €,) with any random variables 

C4) «+> Sy Le., the random variable y = f(€,, ..., €,) is well defined. 
If 


41 7S file, “reg Xn), 


Vin == Joh Bis i: RA) 


are functions of the variables x,, ..., x,, then with the help of the de- 
finition which we have given it is easy to find the probability distribution 
of the random variable (7, ..., 7,,), where we have put 


te = filbr sn). 
This probability distribution is given by 
P,(Y) = P(X), 


where X denotes the set of those points (x,, ..., x,) for which (9, -..5 Yn) 
e Y, and P(X) denotes the probability that (&,, ..., €,) € X. 

We indicate the formula for the mean value of a random variable 
n = flé,, --» &n). If Pi(y) denotes the probability that 7 < y, then by 


definition the mean value of 7 is given by? 
Ey = | y dP). (4) 


2 We denote the mean value of the random variable 7» by En. 
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But by our definition of a function of random arguments, the probability 
P,(y) coincides with the probability that f(x,, ..., x,) < y. Therefore 


Ey = | Fl24, vey Xp) dP( a1, «2, Xn), 


where P(X) is the probability distribution of the random variable 
(€,, ..., €&,)- For example, the mean value of the product of the random 
variables €, and &, is given by 


B(é:f2) = | maz dP(m, x), 


where P(x, x2) is the probability that €; < x,, €, < x. The mean value 
of the random variable e** is given by 


E(ci#8) = { c= dP(x). 


The expression E*“*(e) is called the characteristic function of the random 
variable €. 

We now proceed to the definition of the limit of a sequence of random 
variables. Suppose that we are given a sequence {&)1,..., En} of n- 
dimensional random variables. We will say that this sequence converges 
to the n-dimensional random variable (&,, ..., €,), if for any random 
variables 7,, ..., 7,, and any bounded continuous function f(x, ..., x3 


Vi» +s Ym) One has 
lim { fo, nee5 ns Vis s+) ¥m) dP,(x; y) - {fes, very Xny Vi eeey ¥m) dP(x, ¥) 


where P,(x, y) denotes the measure in R, ,,,, corresponding to the random 
variable (&)4, ...5 €:n3 Mp ++» Im)» and P(x, y) denotes the measure in 
Rr ym corresponding to the random variable (&), ..., €n3 My) «> Mm)-? 

We further introduce the concept of a random function, also called 
a random process. Suppose that with every real number ¢ there is as- 
sociated a random variable €&(t) (i.e., in other words, suppose that for 
any # real numbers ¢,, ..., ¢, there is given a joint distribution function 
for the random variables &(t,), ..., &(¢,), and these distribution functions 
are compatible). In this case we will say that we are given a random 
function &(t). One can introduce the notions of continuity, integrals, 


3 The probability that (¢;, ..., £,) € X is called the measure of the set X corresponding 
to the random variable (&), ..., €n), 
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and derivatives of a random function similarly to the way in which 
this is done for ordinary functions. For example, a random function 
&(t) is called continuous if lim, ,.. t,; = t;, 1 <j <n, implies 


lim (E(t), ores &(ten)) ae (€(4,), ney E(tn)). 


If €(t) is a continuous random function, and q(t) is a continuous scalar 
function with bounded support, then the integral 


| ogc at 


exists, where this integral is understood as the limit of sums: 


I) p(t)e(t) de = lim | >) o(te)é(te) Ate. 
k=1 

We will not dwell on the details of the theory of random functions, 
since the basic results of this theory will be obtained below as special 
cases of a more general theory, 

In conclusion we point out that along with real random variables, 
one can consider random variables which assume complex values. In 
this case one gives the probability that the point (&), ..., €,) belong to a 
given Set in n-dimensional complex space. 


1.2. Generalized Random Processes 


We proceed now to the definition of the basic concept of this chapter— 
the concept of a generalized random process. Consider the space K of 
infinitely differentiable functions g(t) having bounded supports. We will 
say that a random functional ® is defined on K, if with every element 
g(t) € K there is associated a random variable ®(@). In accordance with 
the discussion of Section 1.1, this means that for every n elements 
p(t), ..., e,(t) in K one specifies the probability that 


ay < Pp) << dy LR <2, 


and these probability distributions are compatible in the sense indicated 
above. 

The random functional ®(@) is called limear, if for any elements 
g, # € K and any numbers a and f one has 


Plaup + Pi) = aP(~) + BOY) 
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(concerning the definition of equality of random variables, see Section 
1.1). Finally, the random functional ®(q@) is called continuous, if the 
convergence in K of the functions ,,(t) to »,(t), 1 <j <n, implies 


lim (P(mx1); noes P( Pen) — (P(e), teey P(g,))- 


As we do not consider any random variables other than those of the 
form @(q), the continuity of ® means the following. 

If limp 9g,(t) = ot), 1 <j <n (in the space K), then for any 
continuous bounded function f(x,, ..., x,) one has 


lim { Flos +5 %») dPy (x) = { fx) 5 Xm) P(x), 


where P(x) denotes the measure corresponding to the random variable 
(D(q1), ---» P(@,)), and P,(x) denotes the measure corresponding to the 
random variable (®(q,), ..., P(@g,))- 

Just as continuous linear functionals on the space K are called 
generalized functions, we will call a continuous linear random functional 
on K a generalized random function. In the case where K consists of 
functions of one variable, the corresponding random function will be 
called a generalized random process. In the case where K is a space of 
functions of several variables, ® is called a generalized random field. 

Let us pause to consider the physical motivation for the concept of a 
generalized random function. The usual concept of a random function, 
which we gave in Section 1.1, is based upon the assumption that it is 
possible to measure the value of the random function at every moment 
of time ¢ without calculating the value of the function at other moments 
of time. However, every actual measurement is accomplished by means 
of an apparatus which has a certain inertia. Therefore the reading 
which the apparatus gives is not the value of the random variable £(2) 
at the instant ¢, but rather a certain averaged value O(m) = f o(t)&(t) dt, 
where g(t) is a function characterizing the apparatus. These quantities 
are compatible and depend linearly upon @. Moreover, small changes 
of the function g(t) cause small changes in the random variable ®(g) 
(apparatuses which differ only slightly give close readings). Thus, as a 
consequence of measuring the value of a random function by means 
of apparatuses, we obtain a continuous linear random functional, 1.e., a 
generalized random process. 

As a reSult of the smoothing action of apparatuses, one can thus obtain 
a probability distribution not only for processes which exist at each 
instant of time ¢t, but also for ‘‘generalized”’ processes, for which there 
do not exist probability distributions at isolated instants of time. Typical 
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examples of such processes (the velocity of a Brownian particle which 
does not have inertia) will be considered in Section 1.3. This is analogous 
to the fact that the values of a generalized function F at separate points 
may not exist, while, however, integrals of the form (F, ») = [ F(t)@(t) dt 
do exist. 


1.3. Examples of Generalized Random Processes 


Let us give examples of generalized random processes. ‘hese examples 
will be studied at greater length in Section 2.5. We associate with the 
linearly independent functions (x), ..., g(x) in K the random variable 
(D(q@,), ..., P(~,)) having the probability distribution 


Vatd, 


PAX) = a 


{ exp[—4(4,x, x)] dx, (5) 
x 
where A, is the inverse of the matrix || },, ||, whose elements are 


Bix = | w(t)pa(t) dt. 


It can be shown that these random variables are compatible, and are 
continuous and linear in m. The generalized random process, defined by 
the probability distribution (5), is called the umzt process. This process 
can be interpreted as the result of measuring, by means of some apparatus, 
the velocity of a particle which is undergoing one-dimensional Brownian 
motion and has no inertia. The unit random process is not an ordinary 
random process, because the velocity of a Brownian particle at a given 
moment of time does not have a probability distribution. Therefore 
there does not exist a continuous random function &(t) such that 
Pp) = J v(t)é(t) at. 

We remark that the path traced out by a Brownian particle is also a 
random function of time. In this instance, however, for any m moments 
of time 0 <t, <... < t, one can specify the probability distribution 
of the n-dimensional random variable (&(¢,), ..., &(t,)), where &(t) is the 
coordinate of the particle at time ¢. Namely, if €(0) = 0, then for ap- 
propriate choice of the unit of time the probability that (€(¢,), ..., &(tn)) 
e X is expressed by 


P(X) 


~~ (m)" Vti(ty — fy) = (tn — bea) 


yi I xt (5 7 2)" . (Xp — eon). 
x i exp 5 cs sr eee aa +o. en ape =3 lI AX, +10 AX, 
(6) 
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It can be shown that the generalized random process corresponding to 
the random function &(t), with probability distribution (6), associates 
with the functions @,(¢), ..., pn(t) the random variable (®(¢@,), ..., P(@n)) 
with probability distribution 


det A, 
P(X) = eee { : exp[—4(A,x, x)] dx, 


Here A, is the inverse of the matrix B = || b,, || consisting of the elements 
bin = Bley vx), where 


Bp, ¥) = { [4(e) — Hoy Bble) — foo) ae, 
P(t) = [ ote) de, P(t) = [ yeey at 


This random process is called the Wiener process. 

One can construct examples of generalized random fields in the same 
way. For example, the analog of the unit generalized random process is 
the unit random field ®. If (x) = (x, -..,x,,), | <R <n, are 
functions in K, then the unit random field associates with them the 
random variable (®(q@,), .... O(@,)) with probability distribution given 
by the same formula (5) as in the case of the unit random process. The 
sole difference consists in the fact that the numbers ,, are defined by 


b, = { el, ssles We Vick Rsvenng Nag) GMy os Oi. 


1.4. Operations on Generalized Random Processes 


The operations which can be performed on generalized random 
processes are defined in a manner analogous to that by which they are 
defined for generalized functions. For example, by a linear combination 
a®, + B®, of the generalized random processes ®, and ®, is understood 
the generalized random process ® which associates with every function 
y(t) K the random variable’ w®,(~) + B®,(~). Thus, the set of all 
generalized random processes forms a linear space. 

The ordinary operations on generalized random processes are defined 
by means of the corresponding operations on the test functions (t). 
Thus, the product f(t)® of an infinitely differentiable function f(t) and 


t Of course, a correlation between ®, and ®, must be specified. 
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a generalized random process @ is defined as the process for which there 
corresponds to the function g(t) € K the random variable ® fe). In the 
same way, the derivative ®' of a generalized random process @ is defined 
as the process for which there corresponds to the function g(t) the random 
variable —D(o’). 

We note that while the derivative of an ordinary random process may 
no longer be a process of the same type, the derivative of a generalized 
random process always exists and is a generalized random process. In 
particular, although the derivative of the Wiener process is not an ordin- 
ary random process, it is a generalized random process. 

We consider, lastly, the notion of a translation of a generalized random 
process. If ® is a generalized random process, by its translation by a 
number A we mean the random process ®, which associates with each 
function g(t) the random variable ®,(~) = ®[p(t — h)]. It is not difficult 
to show that 


but we will not detain ourselves over this. 


2. Moments of Generalized Random Processes. 
Gaussian Processes. Characteristic Functionals 


2.1. The Mean of a Generalized Random Process 


If @ is a generalized random process, then to every function g(t) ¢ K 
there corresponds a random variable ®(q@). Let us assume that every one 
of the random variables ®(q) has a mean m(q), which is continuous in . 
Then m(q) is a continuous functional on K. We will call this functional 
the mean of the generahzed random process ®, 'Thus, the mean of the 
generalized random process @ is defined by 


m() = E{®(y)] = | « dP(x) 


(P(x) denotes the probability that ®(@) < x). 

The functional m(g) is obviously linear, as the random variable 
P(ap, + bez) is by definition equal to the random variable a®(q,) 
+ b®(p,), and therefore 


mag, + bey) = E[P(ag, + by,)] = Ela®(q,) + bG(¢.)) 
= aE[P(,)] + FE[P(¢2)] = am(y,) + bm(g»). 


Thus, m(p) is a linear functional on K, i.e., a generalized function. 
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The generalized random process ®(m) —- m(p) has mean zero, Every 
generalized random process is the sum of a linear functional m(¢) and a 
process having mean zero (when m(q) exists). 

If the mean of the random variable ®(y)P(s) exists for all p and % and 
is continuous in each of the arguments and x, we call it the correlation 
functional of ®. Thus, the correlation functional B(g, ys) of the process 
® is given by 

Bp, #) = ELP(H)PW)], 


This equation can be rewritten in the form 
Bp, #) = | xy%yd PC, %), 


where P(x, x.) denotes the joint distribution function of the random 
variables ®(p) and P(2s), 

From the linearity of the random functional ®(~), it follows that 
B(g, ) is a bilinear functional. 

The functional B(@, ys) gives the connection between readings of the 
apparatuses characterized by the functions o(¢) and x(t), 

Since the random variable [®(y)]? is positive, its mean B(9, ¢) 
= E[®(~)P(¢)] is also positive, i.e., B(y, p) = 0, Therefore the correla- 
tion functional B(@, x) is positive-definite.| Moreover, the functional 
Cg, ib), defined by 


Cy, ¢) = Bip, b) — m(y)m(), 


is positive-definite, where m(q) is the mean of the process ®. 
Indeed, 


Cie, p) = Bey, p) — me)m() = E[P(¢)P(@)] 
—2E[P(p)]m(y) + mp) = El! P(y) — m(e)|*] > 0. 


We define the nth-order moment of the generahzed random process ® 
as the polylinear functional m[®(g,) -... - (p,)], ie., the mean of the 
random variable ®(¢,) - ... » O(g,). It is given by 


m[P(p1) Pn) =f 1 By APR, 0 Xs 


' For complex generalized random processes the correlation functional is defined by 


Bie, #) = E[ P(g) O(W)) 


and is a positive-definite Hermitean functional. 
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where P is the measure corresponding to the n-dimensional random 
variable 


(P(y,), ney P(y,)).? 


By Theorem 5’ of Chapter I, Section 1.3, every polylinear functional 
F on K can be written in the form 


F(y,, 9 Pn) = (Fy, Pilly) +e: Pnltn))s 


where F, is a linear functional (generalized function) on the space K,, 
of infinitely differentiable functions of m variables, having bounded 
supports. Thus, the mth moment of a generalized random process ©@ is 
given by a generalized function F, of n variables. In particular, the 
correlation functional B(g, ) is given by a generalized function B(t,, tg) 
of two variables. 


2.2. Gaussian Processes 


One of the important classes of generalized random processes is the 
class of Gaussian random processes. We first consider real Gaussian 
processes. A generalized random process 1s called a proper Gausstan 
process, if for any linearly independent functions 9, ...,@, in K the 
random variable (®(¢,), ..., P(@,)) is Gaussianly distributed. This means 
that the probability that (®(¢,), ..., (@,))e Xis expressed by the formula 


ne ee ; 
P(X) = Gym | x= 24s, 2] de, (1) 
where A = |/A,;|| is a nondegenerate positive-definite matrix, and 
(Ax, x) denotes the quadratic form 
(Ax, x) = > > N35 4X5. 
t=1 j=1 


A simple computation shows that P(R,) = 1. Indeed, since the matrix 
A is positive definite, it can be written in the form A = C’C, where C 
is a Square matrix and C’ is its transpose. Therefore (Ax, x) = (Cx, Cx). 
Let us make the substitution Cx = y in the integral 


P(R,) = +e [ expl—4(4s, «)] de, 


2 The mean of the process @ is the first-order moment, and the correlation functional 
B(g, %) coincides with the second-order moment. 
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Since det C = Vdet A, we find that 


P(R,) = ayia | exel—4On 9] dy 
| 2 2 
== (nin { exp[—$(yt + .. + ¥n)] dy. . UYn. 


As [%,. exp(— $y) dy, = V/2z, we arrive at P(R,) = 1. 

Now we prove that the probability distribution P(X) is uniquely 
defined by the correlation functional B(g, ys) of the process ®. Namely, 
if Bis a proper Gaussian process, then for any linearly independent functions 
Pp +5 Py Mm K one has A = || Bly, ¢;) || 1. To prove this assertion, we 
will calculate the value of E[®(p;)®(~,)] in two ways. 

By definition of the correlation functional we have 


E[P(¢;)P(9;)] = Bo Pi): (2) 


But the random variable ®(m,;)®(;) can also be considered as a function 
of the n-dimensional random variable whose distribution function is 


given by (1). Therefore 


E[P(¢,) ®(,)] = ae. [ sx, exp[—4(Ax, »)] de. (3) 


To compute the integral (3) we use the formula 


Vv det C 
(27)3” 


{ (Ax, x) exp[—4(Cx, x)] dx = Tr(AC—}),? (4) 


which is valid for any strictly positive-definite matrix C and any 
matrix A (for the proof of (4), see below). Since x,x,; = (A;,x, x), where 
A,,; 1s the matrix, all of whose elements vanish with the exception of a,,, 
which equals 1, the integral (3) is equal to T'r(A,;,A4-1), 

But 4,,;A~ is the matrix, all of whose rows vanish with the exception 
of the ith row, which coincides with the jth row of A-). Therefore 
Tr(A,,4-') = y4;, where the p;, are the elements of A, 

Thus, we have proven that 


E[P(y;)P(y,)] = Tr(AjA) = pi. 


3'Tr B denotes the trace of the matrix B, te., the sum of its diagonal elements. 
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Comparing this with (2), we conclude that 


| Bis es)! = |! Ha || = A. 


This proves our assertion. 

It remains for us to prove formula (4). To this end we note that if C is 
a positive-definite matrix of order n, and A is any real matrix of the same 
order, then for sufficiently small real « we have 


ay { exp[—4((C + €A)x, x)] dx = [det(C + €A)]- 


(the proof of this identity coincides with the proof of P(R,) = | 
which was carried out above). Since 


det[{(C + €A)]-} = (det C)-i[det(E + «ACY, 
this identity can also be written in the form 


ieee) { exp[—4((C + €A)x, x)] dx = [det(E + eAC)]-#. (5) 
(Onin 
Expand both sides of (5) in a power series in e, and equate coefficients, 
Since 


det(E + eAC) = 1 + € Tr(AC") + ..., 
we obtain 


(det C)! —3(Ca,2) a —1 
Gaye { (Ax, x)e dx = Tr(AC-). 
This proves formula (4). 
We remark that by similar means one can also compute integrals 
such as 


| (Ax, x)2e-2(€% 2) dx 


and So on. 
Thus, we have proven the following theorem. 


Theorem 1. Let ®bea proper Gaussian generalized random process. 
Then for any linearly independent functions q,, ..., @, in K the probabi- 
lity distribution of the random variable (®(q@,), ..., O(@~,)) has the form 

Vdet A 


rapes Sh eee —} (Ax, x) 
P(X) = “oan [e dx, 


22 Moments of Generalized Random Processes 251 


where A = ||A,,|| is the inverse of the matrix || B(p;, @;) ||, and (Ax, x) 
denotes the quadratic form 


(Ax, x) = > > DjjX ip. 


i=1 j= 


If the functions q, ..., g, are linearly dependent, then the probability 
distribution of the random variable (®(9,), .... O(m,)) is concentrated 
ona subspace R;,, of R,,, whose dimension is equal to the dimension of the 
linear space spanned by q,, ..., p,. It consists of those points (x, ..., X) 
whose coordinates satisfy the same linear relations as do the functions 
P1» ++) Pn» The probability distribution in question is given, on R,,, by a 
formula similar to (1). 

We have obtained the probability distribution for proper Gaussian 
processes. Sometimes improper Gaussian processes are considered, for 
which the correlation functional B(g, g) can vanish for functions other 
than g(t) = 0. For such processes the random variable (P(g), - , P(p,)) 
can be distributed according to an improper Gaussian law, L.e., a Gaussian 
distribution which is concentrated on some subspace of n- sditensional 
space. We will not dwell further on this question. 

We further remark that if the mean m(q) of the Gaussian process ® 
is different from zero, then formula (1) is replaced by a somewhat more 
complicated formula 


_ Vata 
P(X) = “GR { xP H(A — 98), # = 98) de, (1’) 
where x° is the vector with coordinates m(9,), ..., m(py): 


Along with real Gaussian processes, one can introduce complex 
Gaussian processes. For such processes the probability that 


(D(q,), ++» P(pn)) EX 


(X is a set in n-dimensional complex space) is expressed by the formula 


det A 1 ” 
P(X) = One [ exp[— 5(Az, 2)] dz, (1’’) 
where A = || A,, || is the inverse of the matrix || B(p;, ¢,) ||, 


(Az, 2) = 3 > Vij3858; 


t=1 j=1 


is the Hermitean form corresponding to the matrix A, and dz denotes 
the measure dx, dy, ... dx, dyn, 2, = Xp + Vp. 
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2.3. The Existence of Gaussian Processes with Given Means and 
Correlation Functionals 


We have seen in the previous paragraph that the probability distribu- 
tion of the random variable (®(¢9,), ..., ®(~,)), where ® is a generalized 
Gaussian process, is uniquely defined by the correlation functional 
B(g, %) and the mean m(y) of ®. As was proven in Section 2.1, B(g, #) 
and m(q) must be such that the bilinear functional 


Cle, #) = BE, #) — m(yyn() 


is poSitive-definite. 

Now we show: If a continuous bilinear functional B(p, %) on K anda 
continuous linear functional m(p~) on K are such that the functional 
B(y, %) — m(~v)m(xb) is positive-definite, then there exists a generalized 
Gaussian process ® of which B(g, ¥) is the correlation functional and 
m(q) is the mean. 

Obviously it is sufficient to prove the theorem in the case where 
mp) = O and B(g, ys) is positive-definite. 

We first consider the case where B(g, ) is strictly positive-definite, 
i.e., where B(y, p) > 0 for all functions g(t) ¢ K which are not identically 
zero. In this case the matrix || B(y,, p;)|| is nondegenerate for any 
linearly independent functions q, ..., y, in K. Indeed, if g,, ..., py, are 
linearly independent and the numbers q,, ..., a, are not simultaneously 
zero, then the function 


ut) = > apt) 
t=1 


is not identically zero, and therefore 


n n 


>) d Bei e)aa; = BY, Y) > 0. 


t=] ja-L 


From this follows the nondegeneracy of the matrix || B(y,, ¢;) ||. 
Since B = || B(y,, ¢;) || is nondegenerate, it has an inverse 1. We now 
associate with the functions q,, ..., py, the random variable (®(¢),), ..., 
®(¢,,)) with probability distribution 
Vdet A —}(Az,x) 
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where 


(Ax, x) = > > DV jij. (7) 


i=1 J=1 


The random variable (®(9,), ..., ®(py,)) is thus defined for linearly 
independent functions 9, ..., yp: 

Suppose now that q, ..., py, are linearly dependent. Choose a linearly 
independent basis y,, ..., #,, in the linear space spanned by q,, ..., mp. 
Since the functions yy, ..., %,, are linearly independent, the random 
variable (P(x), ..., P(y,,)) is defined by a probability distribution 
P,(X) having the form (6). Since the functions q,...,@, are linear 
combinations of yy, ..., bn, 


w= >, Bes 


we define the probability distribution of the random variable (®(¢,), ..., 
P(Pn)) by 
P(X) = P(X); 


here X denotes the set of points x = (x), ..., X») in m-dimensional space 
R,, such that (y,, ..., ¥n) € X, where y, = Dj2y by ;x;. 

Thus, we have defined the probability distribution P(X) of the 
n-dimensional random variable (®(¢,), .... ®(y,)) for any functions 
Pp --» gy, in K. It can be shown that these probability distributions 
define a continuous linear random functional on K, i.e., that the following 
conditions are fulfilled: 


l For an functions ots ’ and numbers Nis v-9 Xp the proba- 
y P1 Pn» P 1 
bility of the event 


PPr)<S% Lok<cn 
coincides with the probability of the event 
D(pe) < Xx, l<ck <a, Pp) < 
(the condition of compatibility); 
(2) Plap + BY) = «P(y) + BOW), 


where equality of random variables is understood in the sense established 
in Section |; 
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(3) the dependence of the random variable (®(¢,), .... O(p,)) upon 
the functions q, ..., p, iS continuous. 


The proof of assertions (1) and (2) is based upon the following lemma. 


Lemma 1. Suppose that 9,(t), 1 <<k <n, is a’system of linearly 
independent functions in K, and #,(t), | <k <™m, are linearly inde- 
pendent functions which belong to the linear space spanned by the 
functions 9, ..., Pn» 


Oe > ar) (8) 


~Let P(X) denote the probability distribution of the random variable 
(D(¢,), ---» P(p,)), and P,(Y), that of the random variable (P(x), ..., 
P(y},,)). Then 


P(Y) = P\(Y), 


where Y is any set in the space R,,, and Y is the set of those points 
x = (x, ..., x,) in R, such that the point y = (y,, ..., y,,) with coordin- 
ates y, = Lys Qj; ‘belongs to Y. 


Proof. The relation P(Y) = P,(Y) can be written in the form 


eA. det A 
a [ ,expl—H(4_x, #)] de = ae { xP 249 1 dy (9) 


where A, denotes the matrix || B(x;, %,) |", and A, denotes the matrix 


|| B(pes p;) |? 
To prove relation (9), note that in view of (8) we have 


Bebo fi) = y >, a2,B(es 9), 


=1 j=l 


and therefore 


| Biber Xy)!| = All Bes elA's (10) 


where A denotes the matrix || @,,; ||, and A’ is the transpose of A. 

Consider first the case where m = n. In this case the matrix A is 
nondegenerate, because each of the collections {y,} and {p,} is linearly 
independent. Consequently, it follows from (10) that 


A, = (Ay A A. 
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i.e., that 
A, = A‘A,A. (11) 


Therefore 
(Ax, x) = (A'A,Ax, x) = (A, Ax, Ax). (12) 


Moreover, it follows from (11) that 


det A, = (det A) det A,. (13) 


Substituting the expressions (12) and (13) for (A,x, x) and det A, 
into the left side of (9), we obtain 


Jaa, 
Onin i, exp[— 5(4,x, x)] dx 
| det A | det A 
- oa v | : exp[—4(A,Ax, Ax)] dx. 

We make the change of variables Ax = y in the right side of this equa- 
lity. Taking into account that dx = | det A |-! dy and that Y is the 
inverse image of the set Y under the transformation Ax = y, we arrive 
at (9). 

Let us now consider the general case, Any linear transformation A 
which carries the functions q, ..., yp, into the functions yy, ..., %,, can be 
represented in the form 


{g1, they Pn} a {Pry ney Pn} a {Pu oesy Pm} ad {hh sees Pm 


where A, and A, are nondegenerate linear transformations, and @, ..., Gp 
are functions such that B(¢;, ¢;) = 8,; (8,; is the Kronecker symbol). 
For the transformations A, and A, the compatibility relation has been 
proven. Therefore it is sufficient to prove the equality P,(Y) = P(Y) 
for mappings of the form (9, ...; yn) > (Mp --+» Pm), Where 4-5 On 
are functions such that B(p;, g;) = §,;. For such functions, || B(@;, ;) ||, 
A,, and || B(s,;, #;) ||, A, are the identity matrix. Consequently, the result 
to be proved assumes the form 


1 , ; 
oar { oxPl— 20% fe + Ym)lay1 2m 


| 9 
— (Qn) {, xpl—4Gj a ene eae | et Ro (14) 
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Since the set Y consists of those points x = (1, ..., X») for which (x, ..., 
x») € Y, (14) follows at once from the relation 


1 1 
Van i. exp(— 5x’ ) ax 1, 
Thus, Lemma | is also provenin the case where m 4 n. Applying Lemma 
] to a mapping of the form 


(Pp +39 Pny P) —e (P1, ty Pn) 


we conclude that the probability distributions of the random variables 
(D(-p 1); ---» P(Pn), P(y)) and (P(g), ..., P(p,)) are compatible if the 
functions 9), ..., Y_» y are linearly independent. If they are not linearly 
independent, the compatibility follows easily from the definition of the 
probability distribution for linearly dependent functions. 

Further, applying Lemma | to the mapping 


(P1 2) —> 91 + Boe, 


we observe that the random functional ®(q) is linear. 

Finally, the continuity of the dependence of the random variable 
(D(y1), «--» P(Pn)) UPON —~y -.., Py follows from the fact that the bilinear 
functional B(g, 4) is continuous in p and wh. 

From the results of Section 2.2 it follows that the correlation functional 
of the process which we have constructed is equal to B(g, #). 

This completes the discussion of the case in which B(q, ys) is strongly 
positive. If B(y, ys) is degenerate on some subspace in K, then the proof 
is carried out ina similar manner. Here it may turn out that the probabil- 
ity distribution of the random variable (®(¢,), ..., ®(y,)) is concentrated 
on some subspace of R, even in the case where the functions q, ..., p, 
are linearly independent. 

We have therefore proven the following theorem. 


Theorem 2. In order that a continuous linear functional m(y) on 
K and a continuous bilinear functional B(g, #5) on K be respectively the 
mean and the correlation functional of a generalized random process ®, 
it is necessary and sufficient that the bilinear functional 


Cle, #) = Big, £) — m(e)m(p) 


be positive-definite, in which case the process ® can be chosen to be 
Gaussian. 
From this theorem follows: 


2.5 Moments of Generalized Random Processes 257 


Corollary. Let ® be any generalized random process with mean 
m(p) and correlation functional B(g, ys). Then there exists a Gaussian 
generalized random process having the same mean and correlation 
functional as ®. 

Indeed, if m(p) is the mean, and B(q, #) is the correlation functional 
of @, then the bilinear functional B(¢, x) — m(¢)m(z) is positive-definite. 
Then in view of Theorem 2 there exists a Gaussian generalized random 
process of which m(¢) is the mean and B(q, ys), the correlation functional. 


2.4. Derivatives of Generalized Gaussian Processes 


We now prove that the derivative of a generalized Gaussian random 
process is itself a Gaussian random process. Indeed, suppose that the 
probability distribution of the random variable (®(¢,), ..., P(p,)) is 
given by 


= (det A)# —2(Aa, x) 
P,(X) = “Gam { x dx, 
where A is the inverse of the matrix B = || B(q,, ¢;) ||. By definition of the 
derivative of a random process, the random variable (®’(,), ..., ®’(@,)) 


has the same probability distribution as the random variable (— ®(¢)), 
1) ~P(p,)). In other words, the probability P,(X) of the event (®(¢,), 
..., O'(p,)) € X is given by 


(det A’)! 
(ny 


P(X) = exp[— 4(A’x, x)] dx, (15) 
-—X 

where A’ is the inverse of the matrix B’ = || B(p;, ¢;) ||, and —X is the 
reflection of X through the origin of coordinates. 

As (A’x, x) = (—A'x, —x), we can replace —X by X in (15). We 
find that (®'(¢,), ..., @'(pp)) is a Gaussian random variable whose matrix 
of second moments is || B(¢;, ¢;) |. 

We have thus proven that the derivative of a Gaussian random process 
with correlation functional B(p, ys) 1s a Gaussian random process with 
correlation functional B(’, ib’). 


2.5. Examples of Gaussian Generalized Random Processes 


A Gaussian random process for which the correlation functional 
B(g, 4) is given by 
Big, ¥) = | Blt, s)p(typo) de ds, (16) 
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where B(t, s) is a positive-definite continuous kernel,* is called a con- 
tinuous (or classical) Gaussian random process. For such processes 
a probability distribution exists for any moments of time ¢,, ..., t,. This 
distribution is given by 


V det A 


ee Ne —}(Ag,x) 
P(X) = “Gar { _e dx, (17) 
where A is the inverse of the matrix B = || B(t,, t;) ||. Conversely, if ® 


is a continuous random process and if for any moments of time 4, ..., ty 
the probability distribution is given by (17), where A = || B(t,, t;) 1, 
then the correlation functional of @ is given by (16). We omit the proofs 
of these statements. 

As an example of a continuous Gaussian process we consider the 
Wiener process, namely, that process ®(t) for which the probability of the 
event (P(t,), ..., O(t,)) € X,0 <t, <<... <t,, is given by® 


P,(X) = [(27)"ty(ty — t)) «(tn — tna)? 


I xt (Xp — Xn—1)" 
x { exp !— 2 |= +o. ft S| dx, sa dX py. 
x 1 5 -_ Est 

It can be shown that the Wiener process describes the coordinate of a 
particle lacking inertia, undergoing one-dimensional Brownian motion, 
and starting from the point x = 0 at t = 0. 

Let us compute the correlation matrix for the Wiener process. 
Suppose ¢ < s. Then we have 


1, (= %) 


ag 2k 
a rae 


and therefore the matrix A has the form 


is ee, eee oo 
A (s — t)t at || t 
l 1 — g—t 
— ———— =i. i 
s—t s—t 


4 That is, a kernel such that 


{ Be, s)o(t)p(s) dt ds > O 


for any 9(t) eK. 
5 To times ¢ < 0 there corresponds the probability distribution which is concentrated 
at the point x = 0. 
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But this means that 


tt 


B=A1=|| 
t os 


Since the matrix B has the form 


Bit, t) B(t, s) 
B(s,t) Bis, s) 


’ 


| 


we find that for t < s 
Bit, t)=t; B(t,s)=t; BE, th=t; Bis,s)=s. 
These relations can be written as one formula, namely 
B(t,s) = min(t, s), 
where t, s > 0. If ¢ <Oors <0, then Bit, s) = 0. 


Let us find the form of the correlation functional of the Wiener 
process. By formula (16) we have 


Bow) = [J o(e)H(6) min( es) de ds 


= [. p(t) : sos) ds dt + fi: (s) 3 ty(t) dt ds. (18) 
Set 


a) =f ota P= f weet. 
Integrating the right side of (18) by parts, we have 
Bp. W) = | (600) — GONE) dt + J EBlc0) — PO y}sol6) ds 


Integrating the first term by parts once again and taking into account 
that 


[ sols) as = | [@(e0) — @00)] a, 


we find after simple manipulations that 


Bee, #) = J [¢t) — H(oo)1Eb() — Ploo)] ae. (19) 


Thus, we have found the correlation functional of the Wiener process. 
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Let us now consider the derivative of the Wiener process, i.e., the 
probability distribution of the velocity of a Brownian particle. It can 
be shown that this derivative is not a continuous random process. 
However, the derivative of the Wiener process exists as a generalized 
random process. The correlation functional of the derivative of the 
Wiener process is given by B’(g, 4) = By’, #’), where B(g, #) is 
defined by (19). Since 


Or =f r=) 9), WO =4o— vO), 
and, as g(s) and x(s) have bounded supports, p(0o) = (00) = 0, then 
Bg ~) = [ oltyylt) de 
0 


This formula can be written in the form 


Bib) = [fate — spe) as 


Thus, the correlation functional of the derivative of the Wiener process 
is the generalized function B(t, s) = 6(t — s). The derivative of the Wiener 
process is the simplest generalized process of Gaussian type. It plays a 
role analogous to that of the 6-function in the theory of generalized 
functions, and is called the unit generalized random process. 

The case of the complex Wiener process can be treated in similar 
fashion; here the correlation functional has the form 


Bod) = [oto ae 


2.6. The Characteristic Functional of a Generalized Random Process 


We now introduce the notion of the characteristic functional of a 
generalized random process, which generalizes the notion of the charac- 
teristic function of a probability distribution. Let ® be a generalized 
random process. The mean of the random variable e*®™ is called the 
characteristic functional of ®, In other words, the characteristic functional 


L(y) is defined by 
L(g) = Efe”) = | = dP(x), (20) 


where P(x) denotes the probability that ®(p) < x. 
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As an example, let us compute the characteristic functional of a 
Gaussian random process. Let B(g, 4) be the correlation functional 
of the Gaussian random process. According to Section 2.2, the distribu- 
tion function of ®(~) is given by 


2 


1 % x 
| 2 oh er a ee Be hee Ta ie 
®) /27B(9, ¢) - exp | 2B(y, 5) ‘ 
Therefore 


L(g) = {exp (ix — Higa) dx = exp[—4B(g, p)]. 


l 
V2nB(Q, 9) 
Thus, the characteristic functional of a Gaussian generalized random 
process having correlation functional B(g, x) is given by 


L(y) = exp[—4B(g, 9)]. (21) 


In particular, for the unit Gaussian process we have B(y, y) = f p(t) dt, 
and therefore 


L(g) = exp [—5 { oe at]. (22) 


The properties of characteristic functionals are similar to those of 
characteristic functions. Namely, we have the following assertion: 

The characteristic functional L(y) of a generalized random process ® 1s 
positive-definite, i.e., for any functions ¢,(t), ....,(¢) in K and any 
complex numbers «,, ..., a, one has 


n n 


> > L(p; — x)%j%, = O, 


j=l k=1 
In fact, we have 
n n 


> > (ps — Pr) = >, E[o;o, exp[?P(p; — ¢x)] 


j=1 k=1 j=1 k= 


=E 


n 2 
>, explid(e,)] | > 0. 
j=l 


Further, the characteristic functional L(p) is continuous. Indeed, if 
lim;.0 yx(t) = ¢(t), then 


lim | f(x) dPx(x) = | f(x) dP) 
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for any continuous bounded function f(x), where P,(x) is the distribution 
function of the random variable ®(p,), and P(x) is the distribution func- 
tion of ®(p). Setting f(x) = e’, we obtain 


lim L(g,) = L(g). 
This proves the continuity of L(y). Lastly, one has 
L(0) = { dP(x) = 1. 


These properties are not only necessary, but also sufficient for a 
functional L(g) to be the characteristic functional of some generalized 
random process ®. In other words, the following theorem holds. 


Theorem 3. Let Lip) be a positive-definite continuous functional 
on the space K such that L(0) = 1. Then there exists a generalized 
random process ® whose characteristic functional is L(¢). 

A detailed proof of this theorem will be carried out in Chapter IV, 
Section 4, in connection with Fourier transforms of measures in linear 
topological spaces. Here we will indicate only the idea of the proof. 

Let ¢,(t), ..-» pn(t) be functions in K. We associate with them a function 
Ui(V1, «+» Yn) of m variables, setting 


Yor 9) =L [reo] 


Simple verification shows that this function is continuous and positive- 
definite. Consequently, by Bochner’s theorem ¢(y,, ..., yn) is the Fourier 
transform of some positive measure P(x, .....x,) in n-dimensional 
space R,. We take P(x, ..., x,) as the distribution function of the random 
variable (®(¢,), ..., P(p,)). It can be proven that these random variables 
are compatible and that ®(~) is linear and continuous in ». Thus a 
generalized random process ® has been constructed, of which L(g) is 
the characteristic functional. 


3. Stationary Generalized Random Processes. Generalized 
Random Processes with Stationary nth-Order Increments 


3.1. Stationary Processes 


A generalized random process ©® is called stationary, if for any func- 
tions ¢,(t), ..-, n(¢) in K and any number / the random variables 
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(Dlp,(t + A), ---. Plpn(t + A)]) and ([p,(2)], .--. ®lpn(2)]) are identically 
distributed. In other words, the process @ is stationary if the result of 
measurements on it by apparatuses characterized by the functions 
¢,(t), ---, Pn(t) 1s not changed by the simultaneous translation of all the 
measurements by the same time interval h. 

If @ is stationary, then its mean is invariant under translation. Thus, 
for any function y(t) € K and any number A, 


m{p(t)] = m[p(t + /)]. 


But the only linear functionals on K which are invariant under transla- 
tion are those of the form 


m(p) = a | ot) dt, (1) 


where a is some number.! Therefore the mean of a stationary generalized 
random process has the form (1). Since, for stationary random processes, 
the mean m() is uniquely defined by the number a, we will also call a 
the mean of the stationary process ®. 


3.2. The Correlation Functional of a Stationary Process 


Let us now find the general form of the correlation functional of a 
(complex) stationary generalized random process. From the stationarity 
of the process ©® it follows that 


Bip(t), H(t)] = Blot + 4), ot + h)] (2) 


for any two functions g(t), {(t)¢ K. Thus, the correlation functional 
of a stationary generalized random process is a positive-definite bilinear 
Hermitean functional which is translation-invariant. The general form 


1 Indeed, by the results of Volume II (Chapter II, Section 4.3), the functional m has 
the form 


m(e) = a Fiult)p(t) dt, 
k=-0 ~ —® 


where the /,(¢) are continuous functions, only a finite number of which are different 
from zero on any given finite interval. But it follows from the condition of stationarity 
that the f,(f) are constants. For k > 1 we have 


a 


=0 


[7 ome at = p0@ 


—D 


and therefore m(p) has the form m(y) = a J g(t) dt. 


ic 
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of such functionals was found in Chapter II, Section 3.5. In view of the 
results proven there, such functionals have the form 


By, $) = (Bo o * ¥*), (3) 


where B, is a generalized function of one variable which is the Fourier 
transform of some positive tempered measure. 
Thus, the following theorem holds. 


Theorem 1. The correlation functional B(p,%) of a stationary 
generalized random process ® has the form B(g, #) = (Bo, » « ¥*), 
where B, is the Fourier transform of some positive tempered 
measure a. = 

Since the Fourier transform of the function p * #*(x) is ¢(A)(A), 
where ¢(A) and (A) are the Fourier transforms of the functions g(x) 
and y(x),2 then Theorem | can also be formulated in the following 
way. 


Theorem 1‘. The correlation functional B(g, %) of a stationary 
generalized random process ® has the form 


By, #) = | OPA) do), (4) 


where o is some positive tempered measure. 

The measure o is called the spectral measure of the process ®. We 
remark that the spectral measure a, as well as the mean a of a Stationary 
generalized random process ®, is uniquely defined by the process. 

As an example, let us consider the unit random process, i.e., the 
derivative of the Wiener process. As was shown in Section 2.5, the 
correlation functional of this process is given by 


Bop w) = [oy at 


2 [. 3(t) ix pl) — 8) as] dt = (3,  * ¥>). (5) 


Therefore B,(¢) = 6(t). But the function 6(t) is the Fourier transform 
of Lebesgue measure. Consequently, the spectral measure of the unit 
generalized random process (the derivative of the Wiener process) is 
Lebesgue measure, i.e., do(A) = da. 


2 Recall that g(A) = @(A). 
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3.3. Processes with Stationary Increments 


We proceed now to the study of generalized random processes with 
stationary nth-order increments. 

A generalized random process © is called a process with stationary 
nth-order increments, if its nth derivative is a stationary generalized 
random process. Thus, for a generalized random process with stationary 
nth-order increments, the (k-dimensional) random variables 


(Ppt + A)], .... PO [pelt + A)]) 
and 
(Pp (t)], ---. P''[pe(4)]) 


are identically distributed.? In view of the definition of the derivative 
of a generalized random process, this means that the random variables 


(Plpyr(t + A), -.-, P[py(t + A))) 
and 
(Plpr(e)], ---» Plez(4)])) 


are identically distributed. 

Let us now find the general form of the mean m(q) of a generalized 
random process © with stationary mth-order increments. Denote by 
m,(p) the mean of the process O™(p~) = (—1)"G(p™). From the 
relation 


m,(~) = E[P™(y)] = (—1)"EP[p™] = (—1)"m(e) = mn") 


it follows that the generalized function m,(q) is the mth derivative of the 
generalized function m(q¢). 

Since the process ®™) is stationary, according to Section 3.1 its mean 
m,(p~) has the form 


m,(y) = a | g(t) de, 


where a is some constant. Thus, the mean m(¢) of a generalized random 
process ® with stationary mth-order increments satisfies the differential 


equation 
m” = a, 


3 It can be shown that this definition is equivalent to the following: for any h the process 
A;® is stationary. Here 4,® denotes the process defined by 


4,(~) = P[o(t + 2) — e(t)], 
and 4), the process 4,[4,1%]. This definition also justifies the name ‘“‘process with 
stationary mth-order increments.”’ 


266 GENERALIZED RANDOM PROCESSES Ch. III 


where a is some constant. From this it follows that the generalized 
function m(py) has the form 


k 


mo) = (Dati e)= Daf woja= Yale). 6 


Let us now consider the correlation functional B(¢, y) of a generalized 
random process ® with stationary mth-order increments. 

This correlation functional is related to the correlation functional 
B,(¢, #) of the process ®™ according to 


Be, p) = BL, ip). (7) 
Indeed, 


Bio™, yin) — E[P(o'™)Ob™)] 


= E[O™()O™(H)] = Bal, ¥); 
which proves (7). 

Since the process ®™ is by definition a stationary generalized random 
process, its correlation functional B,(g, ) is translation-invariant. We 
clarified the structure of Hermitean functionals B(g, ¥), for which 
Boo™, &™) is a positive-definite translation-invariant Hermitean 
functional, in Chapter II (Section 4.5). Applying the result obtained 
there, we conclude the validity of the following theorem. 


Theorem 2. The correlation functional B(y, 4%) of a generalized 
random process with stationary mth-order increments has the form 


. n—-l1 ity ri 
Bow = | [ge — a) 2 6° Fr] 
a n—-1l = ri 
x [BO) — a0) 3 400) -] dot) (8) 


— ml _ n-l_ n-1n—-1 == 
+ Gan %qBn + >, LP) +) BAG) + >) DY) cneuBe- 
j=0 j=0 


j=0 k=0 


Here ¢(A) and (A) are the Fourier transforms of g(x) and y(x), o is a 
positive tempered measure for which 


| | A |2" do(A) < + 00, 
0<A<l1 
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a(A) is an entire analytic function in the space Z such that a(A) — | 
has a zero of order at A = 0, a, and 8, are the moments of the functions 
p(t) and (Zt), 1.e., 

a = (t,o), By = (t’,%), 


Ayn is a positive number, the c,,,0 <j, k <n — 1, are certain numbers, 
the L, are linear functionals on the space K, and £2, is the complement 
of the point A = 0. 

The moments a, and £; in (8) can be replaced by the expressions 
1~ig'I(0) and 1-690). Indeed, differentiating the equation 


$0) = | eee de 


j times with respect to A and setting A = 0, we see that a, = 2%g)) 
(0). In the same way one proves that B; = 2-910). 

The correlation functional B(p, %) assumes a particularly simple 
form if all the moments of the functions g(x) and (x) up to order n — | 
inclusive equal zero. Namely, the following theorem holds. 


Theorem 2'. If B(g, 4) is the correlation functional of a generalized 
random process with stationary mth-order increments, and the moments 
of the functions g(x) and s(x) up to order n — | inclusive equal zero, 
then 


Be ¥) = | GOH) do) + agneuBy 


where §(A), (A), o and ay, have the same meaning as in Theorem 2. 

Suppose that ® is a generalized random process with stationary 
nth-order increments, and ¢,...,c,_,; are arbitrary random variables 
such that E(c,é,,) exists for all 7 and k. Then the process ®,, defined by 


n—-l 
Pp) = OP) + Yee = | oleye de, 
k=0 


is also a process with stationary mth-order increments, because ®,) 
= ©”) is a stationary process. The correlation functional B,(y, %) of 
@, is expressed in terms of the correlation functional B(p, ) of ® 
according to 


n—-1 n—1 


Blo») = Blow W) +°S, Paso) + 3, ouLitB) + yyy 


j,k=0 
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where a, = f y(t)t* dt, B, = J o(z)t* dt, L,(p) denotes the linear func- 
tional E[c,O(p)], and a, = E(c,é,.). 


Thus, the presence in (8) of the terms o,L,(+), Bj L,(~), a;.0,8; is relat- 
ed to the fact that by adding polynomials of order n — | having random 
coefficients to a process ® with stationary mth-order increments, we 
obtain a process with stationary mth-order increments. 

We remark that in setting up the theory developed in this section we 
made use only of the fact that neither the mean nor the correlation 
functional of the process @ or the process ®), respectively, changes under 
translation of the functions p(x) and (x). Therefore all of the results 
which we have proven are applicable to processes which are stationary 
or have stationary nth-order increments, respectively, in the wide 
sense. A generalized random process @ is called stationary in the wide 
sense, if its mean m(p) and correlation functional B(g, #) are translation- 
invariant. Processes with wide-sense stationary nth-order increments 
are defined in analogous fashion. 

Since a Gaussian process is uniquely defined by a knowledge of its 
mean m(p) and correlation functional B(gp, %), for such processes 
stationarity in the wide sense coincides with stationarity in the ordinary 
sense, and the stationarity in the wide sense of the mth-order increments 
coincides with the ordinary stationarity of the mth-order increments. 


3.4. The Fourier Transform of a Stationary Generalized Random Process 


Formula (4) of Section 3.2 gives an expression for the correlation 
functional of a stationary generalized random process in the form of the 
Fourier transform of some positive measure. This representation of the 
correlation functional suggests the construction of the Fourier transform 
of a stationary generalized process @ itself. In order to render this idea 
more precise, we introduce the concept of a random measure. Suppose 
that with every? Borel set 4 on the real line there is associated a random 
variable Z(4). We will say that Z(4) is a random measure, if 


(1) Z(4) is a completely additive random function of sets, i.e., for 
any decomposition 4 = U,_, 4, of a set 4 into the countable union 
of nonintersecting sets 4,, the equality Z(4) = Z,_, Z(4,) holds in 
the sense of convergence in the mean$; 


t+ It is usually assumed, and presumably should be here also, that Z(4) is defined only 
for Borel sets 4 satisfying o(4) < 00, where a is introduced in (9) below, and that o is 
finite on bounded intervals. 

4A sequence of random variables €, is said to converge in the mean to a random 
variable &, if E[! €,-—— € |?] ~ 0 as n > ~. 
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(2) there exists a positive measure o such that 
E(Z(4))Z(A2)) = (4) 9 42) (9) 


for any sets 4, and 4,; 


(3) the mean of the random variable Z(4) equals zero for any set J. 


Note that in view of (9) we have E(Z(4,)Z(4,)) = 0 for any two non- 
intersecting sets 4, and 4,. In other words, the random variables 
Z(4,) and Z(4,) corresponding to nonintersecting sets 4, and 4, are 
uncorrelated. 

It would be more natural to consider measures for which the random 
variables Z(4,) and Z(4,) corresponding to nonintersecting sets 4, and 
A, are not only uncorrelated but also independent. If the Z(4) form a 
Gaussian family of random variables (i.e., the joint distribution of any 
finite collection of them is Gaussian), then the uncorrelatedness of 
Z(4,) and Z(4,) implies their independence.® Therefore it is more 
natural, in our opinion, to consider random measures only in the case 
where the Z(4) form a Gaussian family. However, the consideration of 
random measures, without imposing upon them the requirement 
that the Z(4) form a Gaussian family, is accepted in probability 
theory. 


5 Indeed, let and 7 be real random variables such that E(é) = E(n) = 0, and suppose 
that the distribution of the two-dimensional random variable € = (€, 7) has the form 


(det A)3 


P.(a, b) = an 


a b 
{ i exp[—— $(A,.x* + 2Arexv + Aggy?)] dx dy, (10} 


where P;(a,5) denotes the probability that <a, 7 <6, and A =| 
is the inverse of the matrix of second moments, Le., of the matrix 


pe | EG Elen) 
Ete) EG 


If E(én) = 0, then A,. = 0 and (10) assumes the form 


L 
2 


P,(a, b) = An { exp(—— 4A,,x”) dx Dee [ exp(— $A,.v?) dy = P.(a)P,(0), 
. VD —_ V2 oe i 4 
where P,(a) is the distribution function of é, and P,(d) is the distribution function of 7. 
Therefore E(é7) = 0 implies that P-(a, 6) = P,(a)P,,(6), 1-e., and » are independent. 
If has a degenerate Gaussian distribution, then one of €, 7 is a multiple of the other, 
and so it follows from E(én) = 0 that one of é, 7 is identically zero, hence independent 
of the other. 
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We now introduce the concept of the Fourier transform of a random 
measure, which is defined as the random process ® given by®? 


® = { eft dZ(X). 


This equation means that with a function (t) € K is associated the random 
variable 


Py) = | o(tye dZ(r) dt = | GA) aZ(Q). (11) 


It is not difficult to show that if the measure o(4) = E[| Z(4) |?] is 
tempered, then (11) defines a continuous linear random functional 
on K, i.e., a generalized random process. 

Let us show that this process is stationary in the wide sense. Indeed, 
since the mean of every one of the random variables Z(4) equals zero, 
then for any y(t) € K we have E[G@(y)] = 0. Consequently, 

m{p(t)] = m[p(t + h)] = 0. 
Further, 
Bg, $) = ELP(y)(¥)] 


= E|{ #0) 42a) | Hy az] 
= [{ say Blaze) az). 

In view of (9) we can rewrite this formula in the form 
Bp. ¥) = | GAYPQ) dol). 


Under translation of the functions y(t) and g(t) by A, their Fourier 
transforms are multiplied by e-*"”, and therefore 


Blolt +h), W(t + Ay] = | e-Hgerje PQ) do(r) 
= | GA)PR) do) = Blo(e), YO) 


§ The integral of a function g(A) with respect to the measure Z(A) is understood as 
the limit of the corresponding sums 


n-l 


D>, Ax) 4Z0). 


k=0 


t For further details, see J. L. Doob, “Stochastic Processes," Chapter IX, Section 2. 
Wiley, New York, 1953. 
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This proves that the process ®, defined by (11), is stationary in the wide 
sense. 
Now we prove that the converse is true. 


Theorem 3. Let ® be a generalized random process which is 
stationary in the wide sense, such that E[|®(~)|?] is finite for all g, 
and let o be the corresponding spectral measure. Then there exists a 
random measure Z(4) such that 


© = |e dZ(n), (12) 
and 
E[Z(4,)Z(42)] = o(4 9 4,2). (13) 


Proof. We introduce a scalar product in K by means of the positive- 
definite functional B(y, 4s), the correlation functional of ®, i.e., we set 


(y, b) = B(g, #). (14) 


We further consider the linear space ® consisting of all the random 
variables ®(~) (this space is linear in view of the linearity of the random 
functional ®), and introduce a scalar product in &, setting 


— (Py), PY) = BE, $) = EP) PH)]. (15) 


Since (O(y), D()) = Bip, $) = (v, #), then the mapping » > ®%) 
is an isometric mapping of K onto ®. This mapping can be extended 
onto the Hilbert spaces H and § which are obtained by completing K 
and ® with respect to the scalar products (14) and (15) (if the bilinear 
functional B(g, ys) is degenerate, then it is first necessary to take the 
factor spaces of K and & relative to the subspaces in K and ® on which 
B(y, ys) and the inner product (15), respectively, are degenerate). 

We thus obtain an isometry between the spaces H and bh. Since ® 
is stationary in the wide sense, for any two functions g(t), 4(t) € K one 
has 


(7, #) = Ble, ¥) = | GEE) do), 


where o(4) is the spectral measure of ®. Therefore the correspondence 
p(t) > @(A), p € K, can be extended to an isometry? between H andthe 


t+ Indeed, the Fourier transformation is a homeomorphism of S onto S. Since K is 
dense in S, the set } K = {g | p € K} is dense in S in the topology of S. Now since oa is 
tempered, S C L?, and convergence in S implies convergence in L2 ; hence § K is 
dense in S in the topology of r2 . But K and, consequently, S is dense in L2 . Thus § K 
is dense in L2. 
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space L? of functions ¢(A) having square integrable moduli with respect 
to the measure o. 

In particular, L? contains the characteristic functions y,(A) of all 
bounded Borel sets 4. Denote by 2(4) the element of the space 5 
corresponding to the function y,(A). If 4 = U,_, 4, is a decomposition 
of 4 into a countable union of nonintersecting sets, then obviously 
xa(A) = Lpet Xa (A). Since the mapping of L onto 9 is linear, it follows 
that Z(4) = Dae Z(4,) in the sense of mean square convergence. In 
other words, we have proven that Z(4) is a random measure. In view 
of the isometry of the mapping of 17 onto § and the equation y,,(A)x4°(A) 
= X4,na,(A), we have 


E(Z(4,)2(42)) = (2(4,), Z(42)) 
= J xa0)xa0) do) = | xayna,(A) d0(A) = (4, 9 4,). 


This proves (13). 
We now prove (12), i.e, we show that for any g(t) « K one has 


P(g) = | GA) 4Z0)). 


Indeed, to the random variable ®(p~)e® corresponds the function 
G(A) € L?. But G(A) can be approximated by sums of the form 


n 


>, Pr) X4,A), 


k=] 


where A, is a point in the set 4,, and so the random variable Pq) is 
the limit of sums of the form 


2 $00) 2(4,). 


But this means that 
Pp) = | G0) dZ0r), 


which proves Theorem 3. 

We have therefore obtained a representation of the wide-sense 
stationary process ® as the Fourier transform of a random measure 
Z(4). In line with remarks made earlier, this representation can be 
considered valuable only for Gaussian random processes—for these 
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processes the random variables Z(4,) and Z(4,), corresponding to non- 
intersecting sets 4, and 4,, will be mutually independent. 

A similar representation can also be obtained for processes with 
stationary mth-order increments, but we will not stop to consider this 
question. 


4. Generalized Random Processes with Independent Values at 
Every Point 


4.1. Processes with Independent Values 


It is not possible, in the framework of the ordinary theory of random 
processes, to introduce processes with continuously varying time 
whose values at distinct times are independent random variables.t 
Applying the theory of generalized random processes, however, enables 
one to consider such processes. In doing this we will establish a connec- 
tion between processes with independent values at every point and 
infinitely divisible random variables. 

We will say that a generahzed random process ® has independent 
values at every point, if the random variables ®(p,) and @(¢,)! are 
mutually independent whenever ¢,(t)p.(t) = 0. Physically, this means 
that the results of measuring the random quantity ® in nonintersecting 
time intervals are mutually independent. An example of a process with 
independent values at every point is the velocity of a particle undergoing 
Brownian motion. 

It is always convenient to carry out the study of processes with in- 
dependent values at every point with the help of their characteristic 
functionals. We now give a necessary and sufficient condition for a 
functional to be the characteristic functional of a process with independ- 
ent values at every point. 


Theorem 1. In order that a continuous functional L(g) # 0 be the 
characteristic functional of a generalized random process with inde- 
pendent values at every point, it is necessary and sufficient that it be 
positive-definite and that for any functions @,(t) and ¢,(t) whose product 
vanishes, one have 


L(y + 2) = LY,)L@2). (1) 


t Strictly speaking, this assertion is not true. However, there is little one can do with 
such processes. 
! We will consider only real functions ¢(t) in this section. 
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Proof. Suppose that the functional L() is the characteristic functional 
of a generalized random process ® with independent values at every 
point. As was shown in Section 2.6, L(y) is continuous and positive- 
definite. 

Take two functions 9,(t) and ¢,(t) from K. Obviously 


L(y, + Ye) = Efexp?P(p: + v2))] = Elexp@P(¢,)) exp@P(g2))]. 


If p, and g, are such that ¢,(t)p.(¢) = 0, then the random variables 
@(p,) and ®(y.) are mutually independent by the definition of a process 
with independent values at every point. Then the random variables 
exp (t®(p,)) and exp (:®(p.)) are independent. Since the mean of the 
product of independent random variables is equal to the product of 
their means, for ¢,(t)p.(t) = 0 one has 


L(y, + G2) = Elexp@P(,)]Elexp@P(y2))] = L(e:)L(2). 


This proves the necessity of the condition of the theorem. We proceed 
to the proof of its sufficiency. Setting y.(t) = 0 in (1) and choosing 
g, so that L(p,) #0, we obtain L(0) = 1. Further, since L(p) is con- 
tinuous and positive-definite, by Theorem 3 of Section 2 it is the charac- 
teristic functional of some generalized random process ®. We have to 
show only that the values of ® are independent at every point, i.e., 
that the random variables ®(y,) and ®(y_) are independent if ~,(t)¢p.(t) 

For this we note that ¢,(¢)p.(t) = 0 implies, by the conditions of the 
theorem, that 


L(sp, + Spe) = L(sy,)L (spe) (2) 


for all values of s. Since the characteristic function of the random 
variable ®(p) equals L(s¢), 


f(s) = filsfals), (2') 


where f,(s), f(s), and f(s) denote the characteristic functions of the 
random variables ®(y,), (gs), and Pp, + ve) = P(g1) + P(go), 
respectively. 

But (2’) implies that the random variables ®(y,) and ®(y.) are mutually 
independent, which completes the proof. 

An example of a functional L(p) which satisfies (1) is any functional 
of the form 

L(p) = eM, 


My) = | flee), ot), pt), €] at, (3) 
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where f(Xp, ..., Xp, t) is a continuous function of m + 2 variables, such 
that (0, ..., 0, t) = 0. Indeed, if ~,(t)p.(t) = 0, then the integral which 
expresses M(p, + ge) is the sum of two integrals, taken respectively 
over the sets IM, and M, on which ¢,(t) and y(t) are different from zero 
(the integral over the rest of the line equals zero in view of the condition 
f(0, ....0, t) = 0). But on Mm, the sum ,(t) + ¢.{t) coincides with 
p(t), and on M, it coincides with y,(t); therefore 


Me, + 2) = | fles(t), ei(t)s -» eee) A] at 
+ | Alelt), ot), -» oy), #] at. 


Since, by definition of the sets M, and M,, the right side does not change 
if the integrals over M, and M, are replaced by integrals over the entire 
real line, we obtain? 


M(y, + $2) = M (91) + M2) 


and consequently 
L(p1 + %2) = L@)L@>»). 


This proves our assertion. The number # in formula (3) is called the 
order of the functional L(¢). 


4.2. A Condition for the Positive Definiteness of the Functional exp(/f[<p(t)] dt) 


Let us now clarify the conditions which are imposed upon the con- 
tinuous function f(x, ..., %, t) by the requirement that the functional 
L(y), defined by formula (3), be positive-definite. First we consider 
the case where L(y) is given by 


L(p) = exp ({ flo(e)] a) . (4) 


A necessary and sufficient condition for the positive definiteness of 
such a functional is given by the following theorem. 


Theorem 2. In order that the functional L(y), defined by (4), 
be positive-definite, it is necessary and sufficient that the function 
e'=) be positive-definite for all positive values of the parameter s. 


2A functional M(qg) such that M(q,; + ¢.) = M(¢,) + M(¢.), if o(De—.(t) = 0, is 
called /ocal. It would be interesting to find tbe general form of local functionals. 
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Proof. We first prove the necessity of the condition. If L(p) is given 
by (4), then it can be extended to all piecewise-continuous functions 
with bounded supports, following which it will still satisfy the condition 


m 


py L(y; — ex )éiex > 0 (5) 


j,k=l1 


of positive definiteness. Denote by ¢,(t) the function which is equal to a 
constant x, in the interval 0 <¢ <s and zero elsewhere. For these 
functions 9,(t), 1 <j < m, (5) becomes 


exp(sf(x; — x,))ESx > O. 


m 
deal 


Jyh 


This proves the positive definiteness of the functions e%/'”). 

Now we prove the sufficiency of the condition of the theorem, Le., 
that the positive definiteness of the functions e*/'”) for all s > 0 implies 
the positive definiteness of the functional 


L(g) = exp (| flo(e)] at) . 


In other words, we must prove that if, for all s > 0, the function 
e/\x) ig positive-definite, then for any functions 9,(Z), ..., p,(t) in K the 
matrix A = || a;;||, with elements 


ay exp (_ flvlt) — ot) at), 


is positive-definite. Denote by [—d, 5] an interval outside of which all 
of the ¢,(t), | <i < m, vanish. Then the elements of A can be repre- 
sented in the form 


b 
a, = exp({  flple) ~ o(e)] de) . 
-b 
Since f(x) is a continuous function, 


[) flee — ele de = Jims > a, 


where 
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Therefore it suffices to prove the positive definiteness of the matrix 
A, with elements 


ay = exp (j & %) = TL exp (Fo) 


But a matrix whose elements are the products of the corresponding 
elements of positive-definite matrices is itself positive-definite (Schur’s 
theorem; for proof, see below). Therefore the positive definiteness of 
the matrix A, (and thus also of A) follows from the positive definiteness 
of the matrices A,, with elements 


. b b b gb 
alse’ = exp (5 a) = exp Jef [pe (4) — & (e)]|. 


The positive definiteness of the matrix A,,, follows from the fact that 
the function exp(b/k)f(t) is by hypothesis positive-definite. This proves 
the theorem. 

For completeness, we present a proof of the theorem of Schur referred 
to. 


Theorem. If the Hermitean matrices || @,; || and || 5;; || are positive- 
definite, then the matrix || a,,5,; || 1s also positive-definite. 
To prove this theorem, we need the following lemma. 


Lemma 1. Every positive-definite matrix || a;, || can be represented 
as a sum of matrices of the form || a,4; ||, 1.e., 


m 
a, = > oleae (6) 


p=1 


aoe > . nr ~ 
Proof. Any positive-definite Hermitean form 2, ;_, @;;%;%; can be 
reduced to a sum of squares, i.e., can be written in the form 


> Ajj Xj = XpX py (7) 
where the x’, are linear combinations of the variables x,; 
n 
fs (py) 
x= Dole, Lipcm. (8) 
i=l 


Substituting into (7) the expression (8) for x), and equating the coeffic- 


ients of x,%,, we obtain (6). 
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The converse is also true: any matrix whose elements are of the form 
(6) is positive-definite. Indeed, for any &,, ..., €&, we have 


n 2 
tS? = 0 
> «| = 


and therefore the matrix || «, id || is positive-definite. But then a sum of 
matrices of this form is positive-definite. 

We now turn to the proof of the theorem. Suppose that || @,, || and 
|| 5,; || are positive-definite. By the lemma, their elements can be re- 
presented in the form 


n 


>» ad, EE; fame 


t,j=1 


m 
yee > al Pg) 
43 a9 


p=1 


and 
t 
= po (a) 
2, BB". 
g=1 


From this it follows that the matrix || a,,5 
elements of the form 


ij || 18 a sum of matrices having 


+P) R(a) 4 (7) Q(a) 
0 BO” B; 


and is therefore positive-definite. 
Theorems | and 2 imply the following assertion. 


Theorem 3. In order that the functional L(g), defined by 


L(y) = exp ({"_ flo(e)] at), 


where f(x) is a continuous function such that /(0) = 0, be the character- 
istic functional of some generalized random process with independent 
values at every point, it is necessary and sufficient that the function 
eS) be positive-definite for every positive value of s. 
From the properties of positive-definite functions it follows, in this 
case, that 
| esf(a)| =< esf (0) == 


for any x. 
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4.3. Processes with Independent Values and 
Conditionally Positive-Definite Functions 


For a definitive description of those characteristic functionals, of 
generalized random processes with independent values at every point, 
which are defined by a formula of the form (4), it remains to describe 
those functions f(x) for which e%/) is positive- -definite for all positive 
values of s. We note first that if e*/‘*) is positive-definite and s > 0, then 
esf\-2) — f(z) — Si) and therefore f(—x) = f(x). From this it follows 
that the expression 


> fle, — ede 


j,k=1 


assumes real values for any real numbers x, ..., x, and complex numbers 


Cone ae 


We now prove the following theorem. 
Theorem 4. In order that the function e%/'*) be positive-definite 
for all positive values of s, it is necessary and sufficient that the inequality 
n 


Y fle; — x)ee > 0 6) 


j=1 k=-1 


hold for all real values x,,...,*%, and any complex values &,,..., €, 


such that D,., é = 0. 


Proof. First we prove that inequality (9), under the condition 
Lei fy = 0, is necessary for the positive definiteness of e%/') for all 
s > 0. If, in fact, e/ is positive-definite for all s > 0, then for any 
E,, .., €, and any real x,,..., x, we have 


>, d, exPlsf(x: — x )]6€; > 0 
t=1 9=1 
Expanding e’/‘ according to Taylor’s formula, we obtain 


SD explefes, — xls = |B fe] 


ar D> fe =a x, )EE; 
t=1 j=1 (10) 


v3 >> > exp[s9 f(x, — xs) F204 - «EE 5 


i-1 j=1 


where the @,;; are some numbers lying between 0 and |. 
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Let us now assume that &,_, &, = 0, and inequality (9) does not 
hold, i.e., that Di jn AX — x,;) &€; <0. Then, choosing s sufficiently 
small, we find from (10) that 


>> exp[sf(x; — x,)]é€; < 0, 


i=1 j= 


contrary to the assumption that e%/'©) is positive-definite. 

Let us now show the sufficiency of condition (9). First we prove 
that if (9) holds, then for any fixed numbers x, ..., x, one can find 5s 
such that for 0 < s < sy the matrix with elements 


Ay; = 1 + sf(x;— x;) 


is positive-definite. Suppose that 
n 


> fos — xy )E iE; = 0 


j=1 


when L;_, é; = 0. Denote by A the smallest value which the Hermitean 
form 


floes — EE; (11) 


Ms: 


y2 


t=1 


~~ 
{| 


1 


assumes on the hyperplane Lj, €; = 1. This minimum exists, because 
the form (11) has, by virtue of (9), a minimum on the hyperplane 
Ln-1 €. = 0, and therefore assumes a minimum on any hyperplane 
parallel to it. 

It is easy to see that in this case 


(12) 


S ¢, 
t=1 


"4D fla — 8b > (4+ 


for any values €,,..., €&,. We have to show the positive definiteness of 
the matrix having elements | + sf(x; — x,) for sufficiently small s, 
i.e., we have to verify the positive definiteness of the form 


> &| 
i=l 


5 > fle — sed, 
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But in view of (12) we have 


3 g; i a8 > f(x; — ws)EiE; 


t j=l 


4s 


= (1 —s) » gi i =P > fe =F «&E,| 


Se Dé 
t=1 t-1 


Therefore if A > 0, then the inequality 


> & 


holds for all s >0. If A <0, the inequality holds for s< —A™. 
By Schur’s theorem it follows that for any s >0 the matrix having 
elements [1 + (s/n)f(x; — x,)]” will be positive-definite for m sufficiently 
large. Then the limit of this matrix, i.e., the matrix having elements 


> g; 
i=1 


2 2 


> (1-5) +441) 


= (1 +34) |¥ a 


+5 > fle — xed; 20 


t,j=1 


by = explsf(s; — x)] = lim [1 + 2&7" 
will also be positive-definite. But this means that the function e%/' 
is positive-definite for all s > 0, which proves Theorem 4. 

Let us proceed now to find all continuous functions f(x) such that 


>, Me — xéE; > 0 (13) 


t,j=1 


under the condition Z;_, é; = 0. It is easy to show, passing from sums 
to integrals, that all such functions satisfy the inequality (f, » « »*) > 0, 
if f p(x) de = 0. 

But f ’(x) dx = 0 for all functions ye K. Therefore the inequality 


(fo * (¥')*) 2 0 


holds for all functions f(x) which satisfy inequality (13) for X;_, &; = 0. 
The converse ‘s also true. 

In Chapter II, Section 4.1, we called such functions conditionally 
positive-definite functions of the first order. 

We see, thus, that a function f(x) for which (13) is satisfied whenever 
x5, & = 0, is a conditionally positive-definite function of the first 
order. 
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The form of such functions was established in Chapter II, Section 
4.4. Using this result, we obtain the following theorem. 


Theorem 5. In order that the functional L(g), defined by 
L(y) = exp (| Apt] dt) 


be the characteristic functional of a generalized random process with 
independent values at every point, it is necessary and sufficient that the 
continuous function f(x) have the form 


f(x) = { [e#4” — a(A)(1 + 2Ax)] do(A) + ay + tax — ae ; (14) 


|A|>0 


Here o is a positive measure such that 
{ do(A) + { d2 da(A) < 0, 
|A|>1 0< Al <1 


yz 1S a positive number, a(A) is a function in the space Z such that a(A) — | 
has a zero of the third order at A = 0, and ap, a, are any numbers. 
It is necessary here that 


fics [1 — a(A)] do(A) + ay = 0, 


since the relation f(0) = 0 must hold. 
We remark that among the functions which can be represented by 
formula (14) are the functions 


f(x) = c(e*** — 1). 
These functions appear when o is concentrated at the point A = h, 


for suitable choice of the function a(A) and the constants apy, a,, and 
a. In this case the characteristic functional L(y) is given by 


L(y) = exp [e ) [exp thg(t) — 1] dt] (15) 


A generalized random process having such a characteristic functional 
is called a Potsson process. 
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4.4. A Connection between Processes with Independent Values 
at Every Point and Infinitely Divisible Distribution Laws 


Theorem 2 implies a connection between processes with independent 
values at every point and infinitely divisible random variables. A random 
variable € is called ¢nfinitely divisible, if for any n it can be represented 
in the form 


= g, ae veep ae 


where &€,,..., €, are independent and identically distributed random 
variables. Let x(x) be the characteristic function of an infinitely divisible 
random variable. Since the characteristic function of a sum of independ- 
ent random variables is the product of their individual characteristic 
functions, for any positive integer m the function x(x) can be represented 


as 
x(x) = [xn(x)]", (16) 


where y,(x) is the characteristic function of a random variable €,,. 

The above mentioned connection between processes with independent 
values at every point and infinitely divisible random variables isestablished 
by the following theorem. 


Theorem 6. In order that the functional defined by 
L(y) = exp({ _ flp(e)] at), 


where f(x) is a continuous function such that f(0) = 0, be the character- 
istic functional of some generalized random process with independent 
values at every point, it is necessary and sufficient that the function 
e/@) be the characteristic function of some infinitely divisible random 
variable. 


Proof. Suppose that L(g) is the characteristic functional of a process 
with independent values at every point. Then in view of Theorem 2, 
the function exp [n~1f(x)] is positive-definite for any and is therefore, 
by Bochner’s theorem, the characteristic function of some random 
variable €™(i.e., the Fourier transform of some positive normalized 
measure). Since 


exp[ f(x)] = exp[n-lf(x)]”, 


e/) is the characteristic function of the random variable 


€=&+..4+ €n, 
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where the €, are independent and have the same distribution as the 
random variable €'”). It follows that € is an infinitely divisible random 
variable. 

Conversely, suppose that e/@ is the characteristic function of an 
infinitely divisible random variable. Then for any n the function 
exp[n~!f(x)] is the characteristic function of some random variable and 
is therefore positive-definite. But then, for any m and n the function 
exp[(m/n)f(x)], as a product of positive-definite functions, is positive- 
definite. Finally, e/'), as a limit of positive-definite functions, is 
positive-definite for any s >Q. But then, in view of Theorem 2 the 
functional L(g) = exp ({ f[(t)] dt) is the characteristic functional of 
some random process with independent values at every point. 

It follows from this theorem that the characteristic function of an 
infinitely divisible random variable has the form e/@), where f(x) is 
given by an expression of the form (14). 

As an example of a process with independent values at every point 
we can take the derivative of the Wiener process (i.e., the unit process). 
We saw in Section 2.6 that the characteristic functional of this process 
has the form 


L(g) = exp [— 5 [ ot) ae] . (17) 


But this functional is a particular case of (4), corresponding to f(x) 
= 1 4.2 
= 9% ‘ 


4.5. Processes Connected with Functionals of the nth order 


Up to now, we have considered processes with independent values 
at every point whose characteristic functionals have the form L(9) 
= e”, where M(y) = f f[p(t)] dt. We now consider processes whose 
characteristic functionals have the more general form L(y) = e%™, 
where 


M(q) = | flo. 9%, a» pi] dt. 


With almost no change in the preceding argument, we can state a 
condition which is sufficient for the functional L(p) = e” to be positive 
definite, in other words, for L(g) to be the characteristic functional 
of a generalized random process with independent values at every 
point. This condition is given by the following theorem. 
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Theorem 7. In order that the functional L(g) = e“™, where 


M(y) = | fle. o's =. gl dt, (18) 


be positive-definite, it is sufficient that for any s > 0 the function exp 
[sf(xo, ..-) X,)] be a positive-definite function of the variables xg, ..., xp. 

The proof of this theorem proceeds in entirely the same way as the 
proof of the corresponding part of Theorem 2, and we omit it. It is not 
known whether the above condition is also necessary for the positive 
definiteness of L(g). 

The description of those functions f(x, ..., x,) for which exp[sf(xp, ..., 
X,)] is positive-definite for s > 0 proceeds word for word as in the case 
of a single variable. Without carrying out its detailed proof, we state 
the following theorem. 


Theorem 8. In order that the function exp[sf(x)] = exp|[sf(xq, ..., 
x,)] be positive-definite for all s > 0, it is necessary and sufficient that 
the inequality (f, y * p*) > 0 hold for all functions o(x) = (xp, ..., x») 
€ K such that f[ 9(x) dx = 0. 

According to Theorem 3 of Chapter II, Section 4.4, a function f(x) 
having this property has the form 
(tx) * 


_ [ett — aL + 10 x))] don) + > a+ (19) 


fx) = | 


|Al> 


Here a is a positive measure such that the integrals 


{ |A[2do(A) and { do(X) 
O<|Al<1 ae. 


converge; a(A) is a function in the space Z such that a(A) — | has a 
zero of the third order at A = 0; the a,, | k| < 2, are certain numbers 
depending upon f(x); and the a,, | R| = 2, are numbers such that the 
quadratic form %,,-..-1 @,1€,€, is positive-definite. Of course, here 
also one must have 


lise [1 — o(A)] do(A) + ay = 0. 


4.6. Processes of Generalized Poisson Type 


Suppose that the measure o in formula (19) is concentrated at the 
point A = A. For appropriate choice of the function a(A) and the numbers 
a,, |k| = 0, 1, 2, f(x) will have the form 


f(x) = C(expf[i(h, x)] — 1) = Clexpl[i(hoxg + ... 4+ Mnx,)] — 1). 
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In this case the characteristic functional is defined by the formula 


L(y) = exp [e | expliip(t) + + ih,p(e)]| dt. 


Processes having this type of characteristic functional may be considered 
as generalizations of the Poisson processes considered earlier. These 
processes have random jumps whose distribution is Poisson, random 
changes of velocity whose distribution is also Poisson, and so on up to 
random changes of the nth derivative, which will have a Poisson distribu- 
tion. 


4.7. Correlation Functionals and Moments of Processes with 
Independent Values at Every Point 


Let us now find the general form of the correlation functional of a 
process ® with independent values at every point. Without restriction 
of generality, we may suppose that the mean of this process equals 
zero. 

According to the kernel theorem (Chapter I, Section 1.3, Theorem 
5) the correlation functional of any real generalized random process 
has the form 


Bp; 6) = (F, p(x)$()), 


where F is a generalized function of two variables. Let us show that if 
the process ® has independent values at every point, then F is con- 
centrated on the diagonal x = y(i.e., that (F, (x, y)) = Oif the function 
&x, y) equals zero in some neighborhood of this diagonal). 

Indeed, let g(x) and y¢(x) be functions in the space K such that 
p(x)y(x) = 0. Then, by the definition of a process with independent 
values at every point (cf. Section 4.1), the random variables ®(p) and 
(ys) are independent. Since the mean of the product of independent 
random variables is equal to the product of their means, then 


By, $) = E[P(p)P()] = E[P(p)]E[P(Y)] = m(p)m(p) = 0 


(recall that we are considering processes with mean zero). 

Thus we have proven that B(g, 4) = 0 for any two functions (x) 
and (x) whose product vanishes in some neighborhood of the diagonal 
x = y. But any function 6(x, y) in K, which vanishes in some neigh- 
borhood of the diagonal can be approximated by linear combinations 
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of functions of the form ¢(x«)(y) which vanish in some neighborhood 
of the diagonal. We have therefore proven that 


(F, (x, y)) = 0 


if 0(x, y) vanishes in some neighborhood of the diagonal x = y. But 
this means that F is concentrated on the diagonal. 

The general form of a generalized function on the space K,(a) was 
obtained in Volume II (Chapter II, Section 4.3). It follows from this 
result that the generalized function F has the form 


(F,8) = [Outs 9) arg?” de dy 


where the Q;,(x, y) are continuous functions, only a finite number of 
which are different from zero on any given bounded set. Since F is 
concentrated on the diagonal x = y, we obtain 


_ ae pall a 
Jyh 


where we have put R;,(x) = Q;,(x, x). 
Hence the following theorem results. 


Theorem 9. The correlation functional B(y, 4) of a process with 
independent values at every point is given by 


Bop) = | Rie de(a (a) de, (20) 


where only a finite number of the functions R,,(x) are different from 
zero on any given bounded set. 

Since the functional B(g, x5) is positive-definite, then for any function 
p(x) € K, necessarily 


[Rilo )—(@) de S 0. (21) 


The following general theorem is proven in a completely analogous 
way. 


Theorem 9’. The nth-order moment of a generalized random 
process with independent values at every point is given by 


mA? 9 Pn) = { | by R, ;, (x)ptin(x) «.. pin'(x) dx, (22) 


petey 
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where the R;_._;,(*) are continuous functions, only a finite number 
of which are different from zero on any given bounded set. 


4.8. Gaussian Processes with Independent Values at Every Point 


The results obtained in the previous paragraph enable us to show the 
general form of Gaussian processes with independent values at every 
point. We know that a Gaussian process ® is completely defined by its 
correlation functional B(g, %) (we suppose here that the mean m(¢) 
of ® equals zero). The probability distributions for a Gaussian process 
with correlation functional B(, #) have the form 

P(X) = EGET | e-lArwd dy, (23) 
(2m)” J 
where A is the inverse of the matrix || B(y,, y,) ||. But we already know 
the general form of the correlation functional for processes with inde- 
pendent values at every point. It follows that any Gaussian process ® 
with independent values at every point is defined in the following manner. 
Consider a bilinear functional 


B(p, b) - | > Ry (x)pO(xyb(r) dv, (24) 
OA 

such that only a finite number of the functions R,,(x) are different from 
zero on any given finite interval, and such that B(y, y) > 0 for any 
function ¢(v)¢ K. With any functions 9,(t), ..., y,(t) € K we associate 
the (n-dimensional) random variable ®(q,, ..., y,) with probability 
distribution given by (23), where A is the inverse of the matrix || B(y,, 
g,) ||. Then this family of probability distributions defines a Gaussian 
process with independent values at every point. Conversely, every such 
process can be obtained in this way. 

Thus, to every Gaussian process with independent values at every 
point there corresponds a uniquely defined bilinear functional (24) 
with the properties indicated above, and every such functional defines 
a Gaussian process with independent values at every point. 


Example. Let ®, be the unit process (cf. Section 2.5), and T be any 
differential operator of finite order. Then the process ® = T®, will be a 
Gaussian process with independent values at every point, In fact, in 
the real case the correlation functional B(g, x) of ® has the form 


By, $) = E[P(y)O(Y)] = E[TP(y)TPo(})] 
aa E[®,(T¢)P(TY)] = B(T9, Td), 
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where B, is the correlation functional of ®,. But the correlation functional 
of the unit process has the form 


Boe, 4) = | oe) ae, 
Therefore 
Bp, 4) = | Toe) TH) ae. (25) 


Since a functional of the form (25) is of the form (24), the process 
T®@, is a Gaussian process with independent values at every point. 

Of course, not every such Gaussian process has the form T®,, since 
not every positive-definite functional of the form (24) can be represented 
in the form (25). 


5. Generalized Random Fields 
5.1. Basic Definitions 


Up to now, we have considered generalized random processes, 
i.e,, generalized random functions of one variable. In this section we 
consider generalized random functions of several variable. In order to 
distinguish them from functions of one variable, we will call such func- 
tions generalized random fields. 

Thus, we will say that a generalized random field ® depending upon 
n variables is defined, if to each collection 


{y,(x), aS, PnlX)}, = (x4, oy Xp) 


of functions of variables which are infinitely differentiable and have 
bounded supports there corresponds an m-dimensional random variable 
(D(y,), .--. P(~,,)), and the probability distributions of these random 
variables are mutually compatible and continuous (since these condi- 
tions are formulated in the same way as for functions of one variable, 
we refer the reader to Section | for their precise statement). 

A substantial portion of the theory of generalized random fields is 
analogous to the corresponding portion of the theory of generalized 
random processes. In these cases we will restrict ourselves to the state- 
ments only of the corresponding results (for example, in the theory of 
homogeneous fields, which is similar to the theory of stationary processes). 
The only essentially new results which appear in the theory of random 
fields are those regarding the behavior of fields under rotations and 
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reflections of the space R, on which the functions g(x) are defined. 
Here we will not restrict ourselves to the consideration of scalar fields, 
in which one random variable ®(~) is associated with each function 
g(x) € K, but will in fact consider also multidimensional fields, 1.e., 
we will associate with each (x) € K a random vector 


(P1(), +++» Px(P)). 


Of course, with each collection of functions 9, ..., y,,€K there is 
associated, accordingly, a random matrix with elements ®,(y;). We 
will also consider the question of the transformation of these matrices 
under rotations and reflections of the space R,,. 


5.2. Homogeneous Random Fields and 
Fields with Homogeneous sth-Order Increments 


In this paragraph we will formulate definitions and theorems which are 
analogous to the results obtained in Section 3. The analog of the notion 
of a stationary generalized random process is that of a homogeneous 
generalized random field. 

A generalized random field ® is called homogeneous, if for any 
functions 9,(x), ..., ,,(*) in K and any vector h = (h,,...,h,), the 
m-dimensional random variables 


(P(pi(*)), -.-, P(Pm(x))) 
and 
(P(pi(x + A), .... Pale + h))) 


have identical distributions. 

Just as for stationary processes, one can show that the correlation 
functional B(g, %) of a homogeneous generalized random field has 
the form 


Be, ¥) = | GAO) dor), (1) 


where (A) and (A) are the Fourier transforms of (x) and (x), and o 
is a positive tempered measure, which is called the spectral measure 
of the field. 

Further, we say that a generalized random field ® has homogeneous 
sth-order increments, if the following condition is satisfied: 
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For each 7 = (Jy) ---5Ju)s |J | = S let pj ---» Pim, bE any finite set of 
functions in K, and let ©) be the corresponding partial derivative! 
of ® Then the joint probability distribution of the N = 2, ., my, 
random variables ®“)(p,,) is invariantt under the simultaneous trans- 
lation of the g;, by the same vector h = (Ay, ..., A,) in Ry. 

From this definition it is clear that if ® is a generalized random field 
with homogeneous sth-order increments, and D is a linear homogeneous 
sth-order differential operator with constant coefficients, then the field 
D@ is homogeneous. 

The correlation functional B(y, 4) of a generalized random field 
with homogeneous sth-order increments has almost the same form as 
that of a generalized process with stationary sth-order increments. 
This can be established in a way similar to that used in the case of random 
processes, by using the results of Chapter IT, Section 4. We exhibit the 
formula for B(g, 4) in the case where all the moments of the functions 
g(x) and (x) up to and including order s — | vanish; in other words, 
when 


a, == f xty(x) dx —0; Be = { x'y(x) dx = 0 


for |k| <s— 1. In this case one has 


Be #) = | FOO) dQ) + Y) anaB (2) 


0 ji=|kl=s 


where $(A) and (A) are the Fourier transforms of p(x) and (x), o is a 
positive tempered measure such that Jo—),21|A |?* do(A) converges, 
2, = R,, — {0}, a; and £, are the moments of g(x) and ¥(x) respectively, 
and the a;,, | 7 | = || = s, are numbers such that the form 


jE sb x (3) 


\jl=1kl—s 


is positive-definite. 

The converse is also true. That is, any biknear functional B(g, ys) 
of the form (1) ts the correlation functional of some homogeneous generalized 
random field. Similarly, any bilinear functional, defined for functions ¢(x) 
and s(x) whose moments up to and including order s — | vanish and having 
the form (2), coincides on such functions with the correlation functional of 


' Differentiation is defined for generalized random fields in the same way as for gene- 
ralized random functions. 
t Note that this is a stronger requirement than that each ®) separately be homogeneous. 
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some generalized random field with homogeneous sth-order increments. 
Moreover, both of the random fields mentioned may be chosen 
Gaussian, i.e., such that for any functions ,,..., y,,€ K the random 
variable (P(y,), ..., P(y,,)) has a Gaussian distribution. 


5.3. Isotropic Homogeneous Generalized Random Fields 


As we already said in Section 5,1, the most interesting question in the 
study of generalized random fields is the consideration of their behavior 
under rotations and reflections of the space R, on which the functions 
g(x) are defined. We begin by considering fields which are invariant 
with respect to these transformations. Such fields are called zsotropic. 
Thus, a generalized random field @ is called isotropic, if for any functions 
Py ---» P,, € K and any rotation or reflection g of the space R,, on which 
the @, are defined, the m-dimensional random variables 


(P(p,(*)), ---, P(PnA*))) 
and 
(P(p(g7'x)), ---, P(Pin(g-**))) 


are identically distributed. Here g-!x denotes the point into which the 
point x is transformed by the transformation g~!. For brevity the func- 
tion g(g-'x) will be denoted by 9,(x). 

We will usually consider fields which are simultaneously homogeneous 
and isotropic. The condition of homogeneity permits us to apply formula 
(1) to these fields, and the condition of isotropy imposes certain restric- 
tions on the spectral measure o appearing in (1). 

Namely, the following assertion holds. 


Lemma 1. If a generalized random field ® is homogeneous and 
isotropic, then its spectral measure a is invariant with respect to rotation 
and reflection. 


Proof. From the isotropy of © it follows that 
Bie, +) = BO» $y) 


for all elements g of the group G of rotations and reflections of the space 
R,,. It is easy to show that the Fourier transform of the function 9,(x) 
= (gx) is @(g™!A), where ¢g(A) is the Fourier transform of (x). 
From this it follows that the correlation functional B(p,, %,) is given by 


BU. bo) = | Ble AWE) do) , 
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and therefore 
[ BAPE) do) = | HEAYW(e 7A) dor). 


Making the substitution g-!A = A, in the right side of this equation, 
we obtain 


| FAME) do) = | FAVA) doer). 


Since the spectral measure o is uniquely defined by the field ®, it follows 
from this that o(A) = o(gA) for any Borel set A in R,, i.€., o is invariant 
with respect to rotation and reflection. 

Lemma | makes it possible to simplify the expression for the correla- 
tion function, in the case where the field ® is homogeneous and isotropic, 
by replacing the integral over n-dimensional space by a double integral. 
Denote by 6(r) the average of the function 6(A) = $(A)/(A) over the 
hypersphere S(r) of radius 7,2 and by o(r) the o-measure of the ball with 
center at the origin and radius r. 


Then 
B(p, ¥) = | Ae(r) dor), (4) 


which is easily obtained from (1) by changing to polar coordinates. 

But 6(A) is the Fourier transform of the function y x #*(x) = 0(x). 
In order to simplify (4), we will express 0,(r) in terms of the average of 
&x) over S(R). To do this we use the following lemma. 


Lemma 2. Let f(A) be the Fourier transform of f(x). Then the 
average f,(r) of f(A) over the hypersphere S(r) can be éxpressed in terms 
of the average f,)(R) of f(x) over the hypersphere S(R) according to 
(27)?+1 

re 


flr) = FO J Re f(R) Ja(rR) aR, (5) 


where J,(R) is the Bessel function of order p = $(n — 2); 


oe aay | n - 
JR) me (4R)" > nl eI TT (3R) ’ 


n=O 


?In other words, we set 


i(r) = { Bo(A) dr(), 
S(*) 


where 7(A) is the rotationally invariant measure on the sphere S(r), normalized by the 
condition z[S(r)] = 1. 
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This lemma is also very easy to prove by changing to polar coordinates 
in the Fourier integral. One has only to bear in mind that? 


an r 7 
| ef REO%9 sindv 9 dQ = ———=" | (R). 
0 


Applying this theorem to the integral in (4), and taking into account 
that O(A) = $(A)b(A) is the Fourier transform of O(x) = y x *(x), 
we arrive at the following result. 


Theorem 1. The correlation functional of a homogeneous and 
isotropic field ® is given by 


Bp. ¥) = mys [| 8.0%) (-)" Ja(RAR AR dor), (6) 


where o is a positive tempered measure on the half-line r > 0, 4)(R) is 
the average of 0(x) = p x #*(x) on the hypersphere with center at the 
origin and radius R, p = $(n — 2), and J,(R) is the Bessel function 
of order p. 


5.4. Generalized Random Fields with 
Homogeneous and Isotropic sth-Order Increments 


Let us introduce fields with homogeneous and isotropic sth-order 
increments. One says that a field ® has homogeneous and isotropic sth- 
order increments, if the following condition is satisfied: 

For each j = (fay Jn)» 17 | = 8) let 951, ---» Pim, be any finite set of 
functions in K, and let 6”) be the corresponding partial derivative of 
®, Then the joint probability distribution of the N = %\;,., mj; random 
variables ®)(p,;) is invariant under the simultaneous translation, or 
simultaneous rotation or reflection, of all the 9,,. 

We will exhibit the form of the correlation functional B(g, ) of such 
a field for functions g(x) and s(x), whose moments up to and including 
order s — | vanish. In this caset 


By, b) = Bipa, By). (7) 


3 See, e.g., I. M. Ryzhik and I.S. Gradshtein, ‘Tables of Integrals, Sums, Series, and 
Products” (in Russian) 6, 412 (6), p. 345. Moscow, 1951. German translation: I. M. Ryshik 
and I. S. Gradstein, ‘‘“Summen-, Produkt- und Integraltafeln,” 6, 412(6), p.312, Berlin, 1957. 

tIt follows easily from the definition of a process with homogeneous and isotropic 
sth-order increments that (7) holds when ¢ and ¢ are sums of the form %j\.. p{’) and 
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where, we recall, p(x) = 9(g-!x), ox) = ¥(g-4x). Therefore the spectral 
measure o, appearing in the formula 


Big, $) = { B(AYLA) do(r) + | 5.058 (8) 


22 jl=lkl=s 


for B(g, 5),* is invariant relative to rotation and reflection in R,,, and the 
bilinear form 


> 4,058), (9) 


JIS 


satisfies the relation 


oy (9) Qa). 
4,08, = By 5B Os (10) 
lil=lal=s jl=|kl=s 


where a} and B{%’ denote the moments of the functions y(g~!x) and 
W(g-*x). 

Using the invariance of the measure o relative to rotations and re- 
flections, we prove, just as for isotropic processes, that the first term in 
formula (8) can be written in a form analogous to formula (6), with the 
sole difference that the measure o(r) must not only be tempered, but 
also must be such that the integral [),. , 7°* do(r) converges (this last 
assertion follows from the fact that the integral fy —,4—1 | A |?° do(A) 
converges; cf. Section 5.2). 

Let us now clarify the restrictions on the Hermitean form (9) which 
are imposed by relation (10). For this we make use of the fact that a; 
and f,. are the moments of g(x) and ¢(y). Therefore the form (9) can 
be written as 


DS aeaBe = | Pls vee) de dy, 


‘ji=lki=s 


where P(x, y) denotes the polynomial Yyj 2,25 aj,x'y". It follows 


Litas %, pi, wi € K. But by the corollary in the appendix to Chapter II, Section 4, 
any function in K, whose moments up to and ineluding order s — ] equal zero, is the 
limit in K of a sequenee of such sums. Sinee the definition of the correlation functional 
included its continuity in cach variable s2parately, and therefore (by Theorem 3 of 
Chapter I, Seetion 1.2) its joint continuitv in every space K(a), hence in all of K, the 
validity of (7) extends by continuity to all gy, 4% € K whose moments up to and incliding 
order s -— 1 equal zero. 

4 Since ® has homogeneous sth-order inerements, according to Section 5,2 its correlation 
functional has the form (8). 
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from (10) that P(x, y) must be invariant relative to all rotations and 
reflections in n-dimensional space: 


P(x, y) = P(gn, gy). 


But any polynomial which is invariant under rotation and reflection 
in R, can be represented in the form of a polynomial in the expressions 


nz Hn 


(x, x) = pS Nis (x,y) = pF NuVas (yy) = > Vi 
hs f hel kt 

(a proof of this fact is given, for example, in H. Weyl, “The Classical 

Groups,” pp. 31-32. Princeton Univ. Press, Princeton, New Jersey, 

1946), namely, 


P(x, y) = >) bil, x(x, v9, 9 


ijk 
Since every term of the polynomial P(x, y) is of degree 2s, then 
necessarily 7 4- 7 + k = s. Since, moreover, every term of P(x, y) has the 


same degree s in x and y, then necessarily 7 — k. This means that 
P(x, y) has the following form: 


| 5s] 


P(x, 9) = By bul, x) YAM, VK, 


We have thus proven that the Hermitean form (9) is given by 
the following formula: 


_ al _ 
Sy  anaiBe =D) be [ (Ie 9 np OMOV ae dy. (LI) 


j- hes 


Let us now show that every coefficient 5, in (11) is nonnegative. 
Indeed, (9) is positive-definite. Therefore the inequality 

[15] a 

Db | (x, 28x, 9) 4Cy, v)Mple)pO) ae dy > 0 (12) 


k=0 


must hold for any function g(x) € K. Multiplying out the expressions 
(x, Co ais ee (x1 Vy +f see ae Liars 


we verify without difficulty that every integral occurring in (12) is the 
product of two integrals of complex conjugate functions, and is therefore 
positive. By appropriately choosing the function (x), these integrals 
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can be given any positive values. But from this it follows that inequality 
(12) can hold only if every coefficient 5, is nonnegative. 
Thus, we have proven the following theorem. 


Theorem 2. If @ is a generalized random field with homogeneous 
and isotropic sth-order increments and if the moments of the functions 
g(x) and (x) up to and including order s — | vanish, then the correla- 
tion functional B(g, ys) of ® has the form 


BO, b) = nyt [| 6(R) (-)" Jy(RAR AR dot) 
0o°o0 (13) 

id one 

+ D) Be | (es x) On vO WCY) de dy. 


he 


Here 0,(R) is the average of the function 6(x) =  *« #*(x) over the 
sphere with center at the origin and radius R, o is a positive tempered 
measure on the half-line 0 <r < 00, for which the integral fy_,_,| 7 |?* 
do(r) converges, J,,(R) is the Bessel function of order p = $(n — 2), 
and the 5, are nonnegative numbers. 

From this theorem it is easy to obtain the form of B(g, %) for any 
functions g(x) and (x) in K, replacing a function g(x) € K by a function 
of the form 


s-1 


yx) — >) 0.0,(x). 


|kiz=O 


Here the a;. denote the moments of g(x), and the 6,(x) are functions in 
K such that 


| x40,(x) dx = 8;, 


(5,, is the Kronecker symbol). We omit the exact statement of the result 
thereby obtained, which is rather cumbersome. 


5.5. Multidimensional Generalized Random Fields 


In certain applications of the theory of random fields, it is not sufficient 
to consider only scalar fields. For example, the velocity of particles in a 
turbulent flow can be considered as a random quantity. However, since 
velocity is a vector quantity, we obtain a vector rather than a scalar 
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random field. In this section we will give the basic definitions relating 
to multidimensional generalized random fields. 

Let Ry, denote the linear space consisting of matrices with N rows 
and m columns. 

We will say that an N-dimensional generalized random field @ is defined, 
if with every m functions g, € K, 1 <j <m, there is associated a 
probability distribution in the space Ry,,, these probability distributions 
are compatible, and their dependence on the g; is continuous. In other 
words, an N-dimensional generalized random field associates with a 
vector function ~ = (94, ..., p,) the random matrix || ®(¢) || with ele- 
ments ®,(y;); 


Py(p1) Py(He) ..- PilMm) 


we oe ee 8 © 8 ee ee ee eee 


Py(pi) Py(pe) --- PnlPm) 


In particular, with every function @ € K is associated a random column 
vector with components ®,(q), .... By(¢). 

We now introduce the notions of the mean and the correlation matrix 
of a multidimensional generalized random field. Let » be some function 
in K, and @(y) the random vector corresponding to y. We assume that 
all of the random variables ©,(y) have means whose dependence upon 
g is continuous. Then, setting 


m(9) 
My) = yp 
my(¢) 


where m,(p~) = E[®,(e~)], we obtain a vector whose Coordinates m,(¢) 
are generalized functions on the space K. We call this vector the vector 
mean value of the field @. 

In place of the the correlation functional B(g, 4), we introduce for 
multidimensional generalized random fields the correlation matrix 
B(p, #). Namely, suppose that for any functions », % € K and any 2, j, 
0 <i,7 < N, the mean value 


Bile, ) = E[D(~)H,(p)] 


exists and has continuous dependence upon » and ws. We call the matrix 
consisting of the functionals B,,(p, %) the correlation matrix of the 
field ®, and denote it by B(g, #). 

The correlation matrix 8(g, #) = || B;(y, || of a multidimensional 
generalized random field @ has the following property of strong positive 
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definiteness: For any complex numbers a;, |<i<N,l<r<am, 
and any functions 9, ...,9,,€K, one has 


N mm ee 
> > BilPr Ps)%irr%is 2 O. (14) 
i,j=1 r,s=1 


To prove this inequality, it suffices to note that the left side can be 
written in the form 
E| ] 


and is therefore, as the mean of a nonnegative random variable, non- 
negative. 

From the strong positive definiteness of the matrix B(y, y) it follows 
that for any numbers ay, ..., ay the bilinear functional 


> Yano 


BAg, yb) = pa 0% j 04. Big, ) 


t,j=1 


is positive-definite. Indeed, if ,...,p,, are any functions in K, and 
E,, ..., €&, are any complex numbers, then 


de ye 


2. BUprs PEE vy pa Bislprs Ps)uie rae, 


rys=l1 i,jm1 7,s=1 


But the right side of this equation is nonnegative, which one observes 
by setting «;, = «,€, in (14). Therefore 


te 


>, Baler ys) > 0 
ves t 


which proves the positive definiteness of B,(¢, #). 

We remark that the converse does not hold in general: the positive 
definiteness of the functional B,(, %) for all «,, ..., ay does not imply 
the strong positive definiteness of the matrix B(9, y). 

We proceed nowto the consideration of homogeneous multidimensional 
fields. A multidimensional generalized random field © is called homoge- 
neous, if the probability distribution of the random matrix || ®,(p;) || does 
not change under the simultaneous translation of each of the functions 
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P1(X), «+> P(x) by the same vector h = (hy, ..., A,). For homogeneous 
fields the vector mean value has the form 


Mp) = a | p(x) dx, 


where a = (dj, ..., @y) is some N-dimensional vector. 

The correlation matrix for such fields can be described in the following 
way: The correlation matrix B(p,) of a homogeneous N-dimensional 
generalized random field has the form 


Bip, $) = | FAW) dQ). (15) 


Here (A) and (A) are the Fourier transforms of g(x) and ¥(x), and 
MUX) = NC), Lercn, 1<jg<n, 


is a matrix consisting of complex tempered measures in the space R,, 
such that the matrix §(X) is positive-definite for all sets X (we will 
call the matrix §(X) the spectral matrix of the field ®). 

The proof of this assertion is carried out by considering the homogene- 
ous random field 


Y.= £0, + ..+ EyPn, (16) 


which is linear in the complex parameters &,, ..., Ey. 

Let us now turn to the consideration of multidimensional random 
fields having homogeneous sth-order increments, i.e., such that the joint 
probability distribution of any collection of random variables ®,.” 
(prji)> Prac E Ky iJ | = 5, R= 1,..,N, 0 = 1,..., mj, is invariant under 
the simultaneous translation of the ,.;; by the same vector h = (Ay, ..-, h,,) 
in R,,. 

Here also, a description of the correlation matrix can be obtained 
by passing to the one-dimensional field 


Meee 0, +... + Ey By. 


The correlation matrix 8(, 4) has a particularly simple form if 
every moment of the functions g(x) and (x) up to order s —- | inclusive 
equals zero. In this case the elements B;,(p, ys) of B(g, #) are of the form 


Bled) = | GPA AEA) + Dy anet Be (17) 


pos |qyes 
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where 2, is the set obtained by deleting the point A = 0 from the entire 
space, F’;, is a complex tempered measure such that the integral 


| [A ?* dF (A) 
O<|A'<] 


converges, and the matrix 3(X) = ||F;,(X)|| is positive-definite for 
every set XY. The a, in (17) denote the moments 


| x(x) dx 
of g(x), and the B,, the moments of ¢(x). Finally, the numbers a¥/,, 
|p| =1|q|=-s, are such that the inequality 
N 


aj ae 
QI yqg%i n%Xjq = ] 
i,j=l pl=iqi=s 


holds for all complex numbers a,,,1 <7 <N,|p| =-s. 


5.6. Isotropic and Vectorial Multidimensional Random Fields 


A multidimensional field ® is called tsotropic, if for any rotation or 
reflection g in R, the random matrix @,(¢), defined by 


Pp) = || Pilp(g*x)), 


has the same probability distribution as the random matrix &(¢@). 

One can prove the following result: The correlation matrix ®8(9, ¢) 
of a homogeneous isotropic N-dimensional generalized random field @ 
has the form 


— ea 


Bp 8) = mrt ff CR) (=F-)" JsGRR AR dot, 


where 0,(R) is the average of the function (x) = » « #*(x) over the 
sphere with center at the origin and radius R, and o is a matrix whose 
components are complex tempered measures o,,; defined on the half- 
line 0 <r < 00, and such that for any set X the matrix o( X) is positive- 
definite. 

We now introduce the concept of a vectorial field. A generalized 
n-dimensional random field @ is called vectorial if, for any rotation or 
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reflection g in R,, the random matrices || ®,[p,(g~!x)] || and || g || - 
|| ®[~;(x)] || are identically distributed (|| g|| denotes the matrix of the 
transformation g). 

The following result holds: 


Theorem 3. Let ® be a homogeneous generalized random vectorial 
field. Then its mean equals zero. The correlation matrix B(9, #4) of ® 
consists of elements B,,(g, #), | <i,j <n, given by 


a) RdR, i¥j, 


Biles b) = { 8.AR) AR) (=) 
and 


Bip, ¥) = | (R)Jo(Rr) (4)’ do(r)R dR 


4 { 6,,(R) 1B) (— y Ot) RaR, 


Here p = $(n — 2), 09(R) denotes the average of the function 6(x) 
= y « #*(x) over the sphere | x | = R, @,,(R) denotes the average of the 

mal 
Ox, Ox, 5 OX; 
Gy are positive edipered measures on the half-line 0 < r < cosuch that 
o,({0}) = o,({0}); finally, J, is the Bessel function ar order p. 

We omit the proof of this result, which is connected with the re- 
presentation theory of the group of rotations and reflections in Euclidean 
space. 


PONCHON a oe over the same sphere, and o = o, — oy, where o, and 


CHAPTER IV 


MEASURES IN LINEAR TOPOLOGICAL SPACES 


1. Basic Definitions 
1.1. Cylinder Sets 


In this chapter we study measures in linear topological spaces. 
We will restrict ourselves to considering measures in spaces ©’ which 
are adjoint to some linear topological space ©. We will first study 
measures on the simplest sets in ®’—the cylinder sets. Following 
this, measures on sets of a more general form will be considered. Let us 
define the notion of a cylinder set in the space ®’. We choose any fixed 
elements 9, ...,.p, in ®. To each element F € @’ there corresponds the 
point ((F, —4), «.., (F, p,)) in n-dimensional space R,. Thus the elements 
Py +» Pn in ® define a mapping 


ES, P1)s vs (F, Pn)) (1) 


of &’ into R,,. 
Let A bea given set in R,,, and consider the set Z of all linear function- 
als F such that 


((F, Y1); i885 (F, Pn)) EA. 


We call this set Z the cylinder set defined by the elements 9, ..., py 
and the set A in R,. 

As examples of cylinder sets we may consider the half-spaces in 
®’ defined by an inequality of the form (F. y) < a, and also sets of a 
more general type—strips, defined by systems of inequalities 


ay SF, pe) Sy, l<k <n. 


One can give another definition of a cylinder set. Let 9, ...,p, be 
elements of ®. We decompose the space ®’ into cosets, regarding all 
linear functionals which are carried into the same point in R, by the 
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mapping (1) as constituting one coset. In other words, two functionals 
F, and F, belong to the same coset if and only if 


(Fy, px) = (Fay Px); l<akcn. 


Obviously, the cylinder set Z is the union of those cosets corresponding 
to the points of the set A. Conversely, any union of cosets is a cylinder 
set in @’, 

The decomposition of ®’ into cosets is uniquely defined by specifying 
the linear subspace Y° in @’, consisting of those functionals which are 
carried into zero by the mapping (1). Indeed, the condition 


(Fi, px) = (Fo, 9x); l<k <n, 
is equivalent to the condition 
(Fy — Fy, px) = 9, 1 <k<n. 


Therefore two functionals belong to the same coset if and only if their 
difference belongs to the subspace ¥°. 

Note that the equations (F, »,) = 0,1 < k <n, imply that (F, #) = 0 
for any element of the form 


b = Aypy + -.» + AnQn- 


Therefore the subspace ¥° in ®’ can be defined as the subspace of those 
linear functionals F for which (F, ) = 0 for any element 4 € Y, where 
WY is the subspace in ® generated by the elements 9, ..., py. 

Thus we arrive at the following definition of a cylinder set in &’, 
Let Y be a finite-dimensional subspace in ®, and let Y° denote the 
linear subspace in ®’ consisting of those elements F for which 


(Fyp)=0 for perv. 


This subspace Y°C @’ is called the annifilator of the subspace WY. 
We decompose @’ into cosets, putting into the same cosets all functionals 
which take the same values on Y (or, what is the same, all functionals 
whose differences lie in the subspace Y°). We thus obtain the factor 
space ®’/Y°, whose elements are cosets. Associating with every functional 
F &€ @' the coset which contains it, we obtain a linear mapping of ®’ into 
@'/¥°, Now choose any subset A C @'/¥, The collection of all elements 
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F € @’ which are carried into elements of A by the mapping ®’ > @'/¥ 
is called the cylinder set Z with base A and generating subspace P°} 

This definition is more convenient to use than that given above, 
because it does not require that a basis 9, ...,y, be given in the sub- 
space VY, 


1.2. Simplest Properties of Cylinder Sets 


Before studying the properties of cylinder sets, we stop to consider 
some simple assertions concerning linear topological spaces. We will 
consider only locally convex linear topological spaces, i.e., spaces in 
which every neighborhood of zero contains an absolutely convex neigh- 
borhood of zero. The class of locally convex spaces is adequately broad; 
in particular, it contains all countably normed spaces. 

The following theorem on the extension of linear functionals holds 
for these spaces. 

Any linear functional F which ts defined on a subspace ¥ of a locally 
convex linear topological space ® can be extended to a linear functional 
on all of ®. 

Indeed, the continuity of F implies that there exists a neighborhood 
U of zero in ® such that | (F,~)| <1 for pe UN ¥. Choosing an 
absolutely convex neighborhood of zero V C U, we take V as the unit 
sphere in ® of a seminorm || g || (i-e., we set || g || = 1/sup|A |, where 
Ap € V, for all » € ®). Clearly | (F,¢~)| <||¢|| for all pe WY. By the 
Hahn-Banach theorem? the functional F has an extension F, defined on 
all of ®, which is additive and homogeneous and satisfies |(F, ¢) | 
< || p|| for all p € @. It follows that |(F, »)| < 1 for » € V, which means 
that F is continuous relative to the topology of ®. 

Next we show that 7f ® is a locally convex Knear topological space 
and is a subspace of ®, then the space ®'/¥° is the adjoint space of ¥. 

Indeed, any element Fe ®’ is a linear functional on ®, and conse- 
quently on WY. Now two functionals F, and F, coincide on V¥ if and only 
if they belong to the same coset relative to °, ie., if they correspond 
to the same element in the factor space ®’/W°. Thus, to every element 


''The notion of a cylinder set can be introduced for any linear topological space ©. 
Namely, let ¥ be some closed linear subspace in ®, and A some set in the factor space 
©/¥. Then it is natural to call the collection of elements g € ® such that the coset which 
contains g belongs to 4 a cylinder set. However, all that we need are cylinder sets in 
®’ corresponding to annihilators of finite-dimensional subspaces. 

t The usual proofs of the Hahn-Banach theorem are entirely valid for a space which 
has a seminorm, with respect to which the space need not be complete. 
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F< @’/¥ there corresponds a linear functional on WY, and to distinct 
elements of @’/Y° there correspond distinct functionals on Y. Now 
let us show that every linear functional on Y can be obtained in this 
way. Let Fy be a linear functional on Y. Then, as we saw above, F, can 
be extended to a linear functional on all of ®. The various possible 
extensions of Fy, since they all coincide on VY, belong to the same coset 
relative to Y°. Thus, every linear functional on Y corresponds to some 
element of ®’/Y°, which completes the proof. 

It follows from this result that ¢f a subspace ¥ C @ ts n-dimensional, 
then the factor space ®'/P° ts also n-dimensional. 

Now let us consider cylinder sets. A given cylinder set may be defined 
by various generating subsets and bases. For example, if 


os — QyP1 a eee + anPny 


then the inequalities (F, 4) < a and 


ay(F, p1) + + Al F, on) Sa 


define the same half-space in ®’. 

Let us now clarify the conditions under which a cylinder set Z,, 
having generating subspace WY and base A,, coincides with the cylinder 
set Z, having generating subspace W8 and base Ag. First we note that the 
cylinder sets Z, and Z, can be given by the same generating subspace 
W3. This subspace is the annihilator of the subspace Y; in ® generated 
by the subspaces Y, and ¥Y,, and coincides with the intersection VY 
A 3. Since YC W°, any coset with respect to Y3 belongs to some 
coset with respect to WY. Associating with every coset with respect 
to Y3 that coset with respect to Y? which contains it, we obtain a linear 
mapping T, of the factor space ®’/W onto the factor space ®’/¥}. 
If we denote the inverse image of the set A, under the mapping T, by 
T;'(A,), then it is obvious that the cylinder set Z, can be defined by the 
generating subspace 3 and the base 771(A,). 

It follows in the same way that the cylinder set Z, can be defined by 
the generating subspace Y$ andthe base Tz"(A,) (T, denotes the linear 
mapping from @'/¥3 onto ®’/¥%, by which every coset with respect 
to W3 is carried into that coset with respect to Y 3 which contains it). 

Since evidently two cylinder sets with the same generating subspace 
coincide if and only if their bases coincide, we obtain the following 
result : 

Suppose that the cylinder sets Z,, Z, are defined respectively by the 
generating subsets ¥{ and WY} and the bases A; and A,. Set P3 = P° 
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-\ 3. In order that Z, and Z, coincide, it is necessary and sufficient 
that 


T7XA,) = TzXA,); (2) 


where 7, denotes the natural linear mapping of ®'/¥3 onto ®'/¥4, 
and 7, denotes the natural linear mapping of ®’/¥3 onto @'/¥3.? 
We note also the following properties of cylinder sets. 


(1) The complement of any cylinder set is a cylinder set. Indeed, 
if the cylinder set Z is defined by the generating subspace Y° and the 
base A, then ®’ — Z has the same generating subspace, and its base 
is the complement of A in the factor space ®'/¥°. 


(2) The intersection of any two cylinder sets is a cylinder set. Indeed, 
we have seen that Z, and Z, can be defined by the same generating 
subspace Y° in ®’. Suppose that their bases are accordingly A, and Ag. 
Then Z, A Z, is the cylinder set with generating subspace ¥° and base 
A, Ag. 


The following property is proven in entirely the same way. 


(3) The sum of any two cylinder sets is a cylinder set. 
We see, thus, that the cylinder sets form an algebra of sets.? 


1.3. Cylinder Set Measures 


We will henceforth consider only cylinder sets Z whose bases are 
Borel sets in ®'/Y° (recall that we are considering only generating 
subspaces Y° such that @’/W° is finite dimensional). If Z,, Zz, ... 
are cylinder sets with Borel bases, having the same generating subspace 
Ww then their union hear Z,, and intersection her Z,, are also cylinder 
sets with Borel bases. 

By a cylinder set measure in the space ®’ we will mean a numerical 
valued function p«(Z), defined on the family of all cylinder sets with 
Borel bases, which has the following properties: 


(1) 0 <p(Z) <1 for all Z, 
(2) wo") = 1, 


(3) if the set Z is the union of a sequence Z,, Z,, ... of nonintersecting 


? Obviously, if the factor spaces 6’/¥$ and ©’/¥°® are finite dimensional, then #’/¥9 
wil] be also. 

3 A system of sets is called an algebra if it contains, along with any two sets, their union 
and their complements. 
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cylinder sets having Borel bases and a common generating subspace 
Ww then 


fog) 


p(Z) = SY) w(Zn), 


n=1 
(4) for any cylinder set Z (with Borel base)t 
w(Z) = inf w(U), 


where U runs through all open cylinder sets containing Z. 

A cylinder set measure (Z) defines a measure on the Borel sets in 
every factor space ®’/¥°, Namely, if A is some Borel set in ®'/¥°, and 
Z is a cylinder set with base A and generating subspace ¥°, then we set 


vA) = p(Z). (3) 


Obviously vy, is a positive normalized measure in ®’/¥° which is regular 
in the sense of Caratheodory.4 

The measures induced by yp in different factor spaces ©’/Y° are not 
independent. If a given cylinder set Z can be defined by the generating 
subspace Y? and base A, as well as the generating subspace WY? and base 
A, then it is necessary that 


vy(A1) = vy,(Ae), 


because both sides coincide with u(Z). 
Taking into account the condition indicated in Section 1.2 for two 
cylinder sets, defined by different generating subspaces and bases, to 


+ The following remarks may be useful. The authors are considering the weak (often 
called ‘‘weak dual” or “‘weak *’’) topology on ©’, Since any annihilator Y° is a closed 
set in © in this topology, elementary facts concerning the definition of a topology in a 
factor space ®’/¥°, plus the fact that there is only one topology on a finite-dimensional 
vector space (in our case, ®’/¥°) which makes it a linear topological space and separates 
points, imply that a cylinder set is open in the weak topology of ©’ if and only if its base 
is an open set in ®’/¥°. We observe also that condition 4 is superfluous. Indeed, as is 
pointed out in Section 2.1 below, » is finitely additive; hence ZC U implies p(Z) < p(U). 
But it is a standard result of measure theory that any finite (or even Borel) measure 
on the Borel sets in R, is regular. Applying this to the measures vy (see text further ahead), 
we see that condition 4 is satisfied when U runs over all cylinder sets which have the 
same generating subspace as Z and whose bases are open sets containing the base of Z. 

4A measure v is called regular in the sense of Caratheodory, if for any Borel set A 
one has 


(A) = inf (VU), 


where U runs through all open sets containing A. 
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coincide, we can formulate the preceding equality in the following 
way. If %, C W,, then for any Borel set A in the factor space ®’/¥? one 
has 

vy (A) = vy 7-(A)], (4) 


where 7~1(A) denotes the inverse image of A with respect to the natural 
mapping T of ©’/¥} onto ®'/¥? (T carries every coset with respect to 
¥? into that coset with respect to Y? which contains it). 

Thus, we have found a necessary condition for a system of measures 
vy in the factor spaces ®'/¥° to be induced by a cylinder set measure. 
This condition is also sufficient. In other words, the following assertion 
holds. 

Suppose that {vy(A)} ts a system of normalized positive measures, 
regular in the sense of Caratheodory, tn the factor spaces ®'/P°. If Eq. 
(4) holds for every Borel set A in ®'/¥2 whenever YC W,, then the 
measures vy are induced by a cylinder set measure p(Z) in O’. 

Indeed, for any cylinder set Z with generating subspace Y° and base 
A we set 


w(Z) = vy(A). 


From (4) it follows that 4(Z) does not depend upon the manner in which 
Z is defined. Obviously »(Z) is a cylinder set measure in @®’, and all 
the measures vy are induced by wz. 

From now on we will call (4) the compatibility condition for the measures 
vy. It can be shown that it is sufficient to verify (4) only for half-spaces 
in ©’. This assertion easily results from the following lemma: 


If the values of two positive normalized measures v,; and vz. in a 
finite-dimensional space R coincide for all half-spaces in R, then », 
and v, are identical. 


For the proof of this lemma cf. reference (29). 


1.4. The Continuity Condition for Cylinder Set Measures 


We will henceforth consider only measures which satisfy a certain 
continuity condition. This condition is formulated in the following 
way: 

A cylinder set measure p is said to be continuous, if for any bounded 
continuous function f(x, ..., x) of m variables, the function 


Her nn) = [AP ga)s a (Fs 9) dal) 
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is sequentially continuoust in the variables 9, ...,9,,¢€@. In other 
words, if lim; 9; = pj) J = |,..., m, where the convergence is in ®, 
then 


lim I(pir, «+s Pm) = L(pu, «> Pm): 


We point out that the integral is well defined, because if Y denotes the 
linear subspace generated by 9,...,9m, then f((F, 91), ...» (Fi o,)), 
as a function of Fe @’, is clearly measurable with respect to the 
o-algebra of all cylinder sets with generating subspace Y°, on which pz 
is by definition countably additive. 

We note the following result : If the cylinder set measure pz is continu- 
ous, then for any A > 0 and any sequence {g,} such that lim;,.. y; = 0, 
we have lim; {| (F, y;) | > A} = 0. 

In fact, let f(x) be a continuous bounded nonnegative function such 
that f(0) = Oand f(x) = | for |x| > A. By the continuity of » we have 


lim | f(F, 92) dulF) = | fF, 0)) du(F) = 0» du(F) = 0 
But 
[EF pd) 4ulF) > AMF, pol > AD, 


from which the assertion follows. 
The converse is also true: If, for any A > 0 and any sequence {9;} 
such that lim,,.. p; = 0, one has 


lim u{I(F, p,)| > A} = 0, 


then yu is continuous. For the proof, the reader is referred to a paper by 
Minlos [reference (49)]. 

This enables us to use the following sufficient condition for the 
continuity of pu: 

Let yp, be the measure on the real line defined by p,(— 0, a) = 
LAF, p) < a}. If, for any sequence {p,} for which lim;,.. p; = 0, and 
any bounded continuous function f(x), one has 


lim | f(x) dug,(x) = f(0), 
then p is continuous. 


t In countably normed spaces, which have a metric topology, sequential and ordinary 
continuity are of course equivalent. The only place where sequential continuity intervenes 
is in Section 4,2, where the use of sequences appears to be unavoidable. 
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Indeed, by the result mentioned above it suffices to show that 


lim p{\(F, @,)| > 4} = 0 
for any A > 0. But if f(x) is the function defined earlier, then 


him p{I(F; p)| > A} = lim p_,((—A,A)) < lim [ fle) dug,(x) = 0. 


1.5. Induced Cylinder Set Measures 


Let T be a continuous linear mapping of the linear topological space 
®, into the linear topological space ©,. Denote by JT’ the mapping of 
@; into ®, which is adjoint to 7, i.e., the mapping such that (TF, ¢) 
= (F, Tp) for any » € ®, and Fe ®;. Obviously, if T carries the finite- 
dimensional subspace YC ®, into the finite-dimensional subspace 
Y,C@,, then T’ carries the subspace Y? into the subspace Y9. Indeed, 
suppose that Fe Y?. Then Tyke WY, for any ~e ¥,, and therefore 
(F, Ts) = 0. But this means that (T’F,%) = 0 for all pe ¥Y,, Le., 
that T’F e ¥%. 

Thus we have proven that T’¥?C ¥}. From this it follows that the 
mapping T’ induces a mapping T; of the factor space ®;/¥? into the 
factor space ®,/¥2, by which the coset F + ¥ is carried into the coset 
TF + ¥9 (in view of the inclusion T’Y?)C ¥3, the correspondence 
F + WW)» T’F + ¥} does not depend upon the choice of representative 
F in the coset F + ¥%). 

Thus we have proven: If T is a continuous linear mapping of ®, into 
@®,, then for every finite-dimensional subspace Y, C ®, there exsist a 
linear mapping T; of the factor space ©;/¥? into the factor space ®,/¥2, 
where ¥? denotes the annihilator of the subspace ¥, = TY, in G,. 
The mapping T; takes the coset F + WY? into the coset T’F + Y¥3. 

Suppose now that a cylinder set measure pz, is given in ©}. We intro- 
duce a measure on the cylinder sets in ®, in the following way. Suppose 
that the cylinder set Z, in ®, is defined by the subspace WY, (in ®,) and 
the base A,. Let W = TW, and A, = (T;)~\(A,) C O1/¥9. We set 


Ho(Z2) = pr(Z) 


where Z, is the cylinder set in ®; with generating subspace Y, and base 
A,. It is easy to see that py is a cylinder set measure in ®, and that in 
view of the continuity of T, 4. satisfies the continuity condition. We will 
call 4, the measure induced from j, by the mapping T. 
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For example, if ®,, is the completion of the countably Hilbert space 
® in the norm || ¢ ||,,, then to every measure p,, in ®,, there corresponds 
a measure » in ®’ (and a measure p,, in any space ®,, where n > m). 
We will call a measure in © m-continuous if it is induced by a continuous 
measure in ®,,. 


2. The Countable Additivity of Cylinder Set Measures in 
Spaces Adjoint to Nuclear Spaces 


2.1. The Additivity of Cylinder Set Measures 


Cylinder set measures have the following property of finite additivity: 
If Z,,..., Z, is a finite system of disjoint cylinder sets in ®’, then 


»(U Z) = > 2). 


k=1 k=1 


In fact, since, as was shown in Section 1.1, we can find a common 
generating subspace for any fintte system of cylinder sets, this assertion 
follows from the additivity of the measure vy in the factor space ®'/¥®. 

However, the measure » does not by any means always have the 
property of countable additivity: it does not follow, generally speaking, 
that if a cylinder set Z is the union of a countable family Z,, Z., ... of 
nonintersecting cylinder sets, then 


a= > w(Z) 


(of course, the equality does hold if all of the Z, are defined by the same 
generating subspace). 

For us, however, it is essential that ~% be countably additive. This 
is connected with the fact that the class of cylinder sets in ©’ is rather 
narrow. Therefore it is natural to want to extend » to a wider class of 
sets. This class is the c-algebra generated by the (Borel) cylinder sets. 
As usual, by the o-algebra of sets generated by the cylinder sets we mean 
the smallest class of sets which contains the cylinder sets and is closed 
under the operations of countable union and complementation. We 
will call the members of this c-algebra the Borel sets in ©’. 


! For example, the polar of a set A C ®, generally speaking, is not a cylinder set in ®’ 
(the polar of a set A is the set of all functionals F such that | (F, ¢) | < 1 for all gp € A). 
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The class of Borel sets is adequately broad; for example, if ® contains 
a countable everywhere dense set of elements, then the polar of every 
set A C@ is a Borel set in ®’. 

In the case where the measure p, defined on the cylinder sets, is 
completely additive, it can be extended to all the Borel sets. 

This extension can be carried out in the following way. We call the 
cylinder sets Borel sets of the zeroth class. Suppose that Borel sets of 
class 8B have already been defined, where 8 is any transfinite number 
less than «. We call ‘‘Borel sets of class «” all countable unions of non- 
intersecting sets of class less than « and all complements of such unions. 
Thus, Borel sets are defined for all transfinite numbers of the first and 
second classes. If 


is a decomposition of a Borel set of class « into nonintersecting Borel 
sets of lower classes, then we set 


(B) = > (By) 
and 
w(O’ — B) = 1 ~ p(B). 


Using the completely additivity of » for cylinder sets, we now show 
that starting from two decompositions 


B= U B,, 
k=1 


and 
B= U B; (or B= — U 2) 


1 


of the Borel set B into nonintersecting Borel sets of lower classes, we 
always obtain the same value for »(B). This is easy to prove for sets 
of the first class: If 


are two decompositions of a set B of the first class into nonintersecting 


cylinder sets, then 
D>, Zi) = >, HZ). 
k=1 


k=1 
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Indeed, 
> 2s) = YY) wlZnnZ) = > > HZ Zj) = >) (Z}). 
=i j=1 j=1 k=1 j=1 
If now 
B = DP — U4 at U 2e 
then 


is a decomposition of ®’ into nonintersecting cylinder sets, and therefore 
Se) re) 
> (Ze) + >) MZ) = 1, 
k=1 k=1 

1.€., 


Za) = 1 ~ Yolo 


iMs 


This proves that ~ is unambiguously defined on Borel sets of class 1. 
It can be shown that » remains countably additive following this exten- 
sion. For sets of higher classes the proof is carried out by means of trans- 
finite induction. 

We remark that the extension of u to the Borel sets in ®’ has the 
following property (regularity in the sense of Caratheodory) : 

For any Borel set BC @’, 


w(B) = inf u(Z), 


where Z runs reel all countable unions of open cylinder sets Z,, 
such that BC U,., Z 

The proof of this avenue is easily carried out by means of transfinite 
induction. 

We will see further on that there exist spaces for which every positive 
normalized cylinder set measure which has the continuity property is 
countably additive, and can therefore be extended to all the Borel sets. 
At the same time, there exist spaces in which not every measure can be 
extended to the Borel sets, but only measures satisfying certain additional 
conditions. 
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The class of spaces for which any positive normalized cylinder set 
measure satisfying the continuity condition can be extended to the Borel 
sets 1s the class of spaces which are adjoint to nuclear spaces. This result 
will be proven in Section 2.4. For the proof of this basic result we need 
certain results of measure theory. First of all we indicate the following 
simple criterion for the countable additivity of a measure. 


Theorem 1. In order that a measure yw on the cylinder sets in @’ 
be countably additive, it is necessary and sufficient that 


fo 2] 


> w(Z,) = 1 
k=1 
for any decomposition ®’ = U,_, Z, of ©’ into nonintersecting cylinder 


sets. 


Proof. The necessity of the condition follows directly from the 
definition of countable additivity. As for the sufficiency, suppose that 
Z = U,., Z, is a decomposition of some cylinder set Z into non- 
intersecting cylinder sets Z,, Z,, .... Then the space ®’ can be decomposed 
into the nonintersecting cylinder sets ®’ — Z, Z,, Z,, ..., and therefore 
by the hypothesis of the theorem 


p(B! — 2) + ¥ w(Z,) = 1. (1) 
k=1 
From the finite additivity of y it follows that 


w(P’ — Z) + wW(Z) = 1. (2) 


Comparing (1) and (2), we obtain 
w(Z) = >) (2), 


k=1 


which proves the countable additivity of yp. 
This theorem can be stated in another, equivalent, way. 


Theorem 1’. In order that a measure yz on cylinder sets be countably 
additive, it is necessary and sufficient that 


lim w(Zq) = 0 3) 


for any decreasing sequence Z, 9 Z, 2... of cylinder sets whose inter- 
section is empty. 
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Proof. Only the sufficiency of the condition needs to be proven. Let 


be a decomposition of ®’ into nonintersecting cylinder sets. Then the 
cylinder sets 


form a decreasing sequence with empty intersection, and so by hypothesis 
lim p(Z,) = 0. 


In view of the finite additivity of », this means that 


lim [! = 2 (Z%)| a 


or, that Y,-,4(Z,) = 1. Consequently, » is countably additive by 
Theorem |. 


Theorem 1”. In order that the measure yx be countably additive, 


it is necessary and sufficient that for any sequence {Z,} of (not necessarily 
disjoint) cylinder sets whose union is ®’, 


w(Z,) 2 I. (4) 


iMe 


k 


To prove the sufficiency of this condition, we note that if the sets 
Z,, whose union is ®’ are nonintersecting, then in view of the finite 
additivity of ~ one has 


¥ wl) <1. 5) 


k=1 


On the other hand, inequality (4) is satisfied. Inequalities (4) and (5) 
imply 


Ms 


w(Z,) = |, 


to 
ll 


1 


and therefore » is countably additive by Theorem 1. The necessity 
of the condition is obvious. 
Finally, we note that it is sufficient to require only that inequality 
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(4) hold for all sequences of open cylinder sets whose union is ®’. 
This follows at once from the fact that in view of the regularity of p, 
for any cylinder set Z we can find some open cylinder set whose measure 
exceeds that of Z by as little as desired. 


2.2. A Condition for the Countable Additivity of Cylinder Set Measures 
in Spaces Adjoint to Countably Hilbert Spaces 


The conditions for countable additivity given in the preceding section 
are inconvenient to apply. Here we introduce a condition for the count- 
able additivity of measures on the cylinder sets in spaces adjoint to 
countably Hilbert spaces, which is more convenient to use. 

Suppose that the cylinder set measure yp in the space ©’ adjoint to a 
countably Hilbert space @ is countably additive. Then, as we have seen 
above, it can be extended to all the Borel sets in ©’. In particular, p 
can be extended to all balls S,(R) defined by inequalities of the form 
|| F' ||, < R. Indeed, S,(R) consists of all continuous linear functionals 
on ® such that |(F, y)| < R if || p ||, < 1. Choose a countable set {p;} 
of elements which are everywhere dense in the unit ball S, = {/! ¢ ||, 
< 1} of the Hilbert space ©, and which lie in S, A ®. If we denote the 
strips |(F, p,)| < Rin ®’ by A,, it is obvious that 


Sa(R) = A) Aw 


1.e., S,,(R) is a Borel set in ®’ (moreover, it is a Borel set of class 1). 
Therefore « can be extended to every ball. 

Now let us show that for any « > 0 there is a ball S,,(R), defined by an 
inequality of the form || F'||_,, < R, such that the » measure of the com- 
plement of S,(R) is less than ¢ (assuming p-to be countably additive). 
Indeed, every element F € ©’ belongs to one of the spaces ®, and there- 
fore satisfies some inequality of the form || F'||_, < R. Therefore @’ is 
a countable union of balls, 


o = U US,(R). 


n=1 k=1 


Since m <n implies that ||F'||_,, > || F\/_, for any element Fe @’, 
then S,(n) C S,.,(n + 1). Consequently, ® is the union of an increasing 
sequence of balls S,,(z), i.e., 


® = YU S,(n), 
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where 
S.-GS.0) Cac 


Since u(®’) = 1, we have 
lim p[S,(n)] = 1. 


But this shows that for any « > 0 there is an » such that the complement 
of S,(m) has measure less than e. 
We have therefore proven the following assertion. 


Theorem 2. If y is a positive normalized countably additive 
cylinder set measure in the adjoint space ®’ of a countably Hilbert 
space ®, then for any e > 0 there is a ball S,,(R) such that the »-measure 
of any cylinder set Z lying outside S,(R) is less than e. 

Now we prove that the converse also holds. 


Theorem 2’. Suppose that yp is a positive normalized cylinder set 
measure on the adjoint space ®’ of a countably Hilbert space ®. If for 
any e« > Othere isa ball S,(R) in ® such that the measure of any cylinder 
set lying outside S,(R) is less than e, then yu is countably additive. 

For the proof of Theorem 2’ we need the following lemma. 


Lemma 1. From any covering of a ball S(R) = {\lo|| < R} in a 
Hilbert space 7 by open cylinder sets, one can extract a finite subcover- 
ing. 

A cylinder set in a Hilbert space H is defined by the condition 


{(@, P1)s oo) (9, Pn)} EA, 


where 9, ..-, @, are fixed elements in H, and A is some set in n-dimen- 
sional space R,,. Since (¢, ¢;) is a linear functional on #7, this definition 
agrees with that of Section |. 

Since an open cylinder set in a Hilbert space is an open set in the weak 
topology of H, Lemma | can be expressed briefly by saying that a 
ballin a Hilbert space 1s weakly compact? (i.e., compact in the weak topol- 


ogy). 


2 A set A lying in a topological space X is said to be compact, if from any covering of A 
by open sets one can extract a finite subcovering. We are considering here the weak 
topology in the Hilbert space H, in which the neighborhoods of zero are defined by 
inequalities of the form 


I(p, Pei < €, l<ck<n, 


i.e., they are open cylinder sets in H. The compactness of a set A in this topology means 
that from any covering of A by open cylinder sets one can extract a finite subcovering. 
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The proof of Lemma | is as follows. With each element g, || » || < 1, 
we associate the interval —R <x < R of the real line, and denote 
these intervals by J,. Let J be the Tikhonov product of all of these 
intervals (see, for example, M. A. Naimark, ‘‘Normed Rings,’”’ Chapter 
1, Section 2.12. Nordhoff, Groningen, 1959). Since the Tikhonov 
product of compact sets is compact, I is a compact set. Now with each 
point gy, € S(R)we associate the point (go, p) on the interval J,. We thus 
obtain a correspondence, to each gy € S(R), of a point in the direct 
product of all the J,, i.e., of a point in I. A simple examination shows 
that the mapping gy, — (yo, ¢) is a homeomorphism of S(R) (with the 
topology induced in it by the weak topology in 7) onto a closed subset 
a(S) of J. Since a closed subset of a compact space is compact, and a 
is a homeomorphism, then S(R) is itself compact. In other words, from 
any covering of S(R) by open cylinder sets one can extract a finite sub- 
covering, which completes the proof. 

Let us now prove Theorem 2’. To see that pu is countably additive, 
we have to prove, by the remark following Theorem 1”, that if 


@ — U Zi 


is any covering of ®’ by open cylinder sets, then 


feo) 


>, o(Z,) > 1. 


k=1 


Given ¢ > 0, there exists by hypothesis a ball S,(R) = {|| F|l_, < R} 
in ®’ such that the measure of any cylinder set lying outside S,(R) is 
less than e. Let Z,,,, denote the intersection of the set Z, with the Hilbert 
space ®, in ®’. It is obvious that the sets Z,;, are open cylinder sets 
in ®, which cover ®, and, consequently, cover the ball S,(R). By 
Lemma | we can choose a finite number of the Z,,, say Zn, 0) Znjy 
which cover S,(R). Therefore we have 


j j 
Cc C 
Sa(R) CO Zne © Ze. (6) 


Let Z denote the cylinder set @’ — Oe Z,,. It follows from (6) that Z 
lies outside S,,(R) and its measure is therefore less than e. Then 


, j 
€ > w(Z) = »(®’— U 4, > 1— ¥ wlZs) 


=1 
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(recall that the Z, may intersect) and therefore 


DUCA poy Ce a ter 


k=1 k=1 


Since ¢ is arbitrary, it follows from this that 


>, HZ) > 1, 
1 


= 


which shows that » is countably additive, and completes the proof 
of Theorem 2’. 

Theorems 2 and 2’ give a necessary and sufficient condition for a 
cylinder set measure in the adjoint space ®’ of a countably Hilbert space 
® to be countably additive. This condition is that for any « > 0 it is 
possible to find a ball S,(R) in ©’ such that the measure of any cylinder 
set lying outside S,,(R) is less than e. 


2.3. Cylinder Sets Measures in the Adjcint Spaces of 
Nuclear Countably Hilbert Spaces 


In this paragraph we shall prove a basic result concerning measures in 
the adjoint space of a nuclear countably Hilbert space. The statement of 
this result is as follows. 


Theorem 3. Suppose that ®’ is the adjoint space of a countably 
Hilbert nuclear space ®. Then any positive normalized cylinder set 
measure » in @’, satisfying the continuity condition, is countably 
additive. 

We precede the proof of this theorem by certain lemmas on the 
connection between the measures of half-spaces and balls in n-dimen- 
sional space. Let » be a positive normalized measure in an n-dimensional 
Euclidean space. We denote by p(r, w) the measure of the half space 
(x, w) > r, which is bounded by the plane perpendicular to the unit 
vector w and situated a distance r from the origin ((x, w) denotes the 
scalar product in the Euclidean space being considered). Further, we 
denote by »(R) the measure of a ball of radius R and center at the 
origin. 

In order to establish a connection between p(r, w) and »(R), we will 
consider not the measure u(r, w) but rather its average over w. This 
average is defined in the following way. A unit vector w can be considered 
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as the radius vector of a point on the unit sphere. We introduce on the 
space 92 of these unit vectors the measure 7, defined naturally as 
normalized (surface) measure on the unit sphere. 

In the spherical coordinates 


Xx, = p COS 9), 


X. = p Sin g, Cos Mees meas. 
aia aR alain 0<oy <7, 1<k<n—-2, 
a er ae 23 
Xy = p Sin G ... SIN Pp_1; a se 
this measure is given by 
dro) = 2B) sinm-t yy. sin Gag dpa Afar (7) 


If f(w) is any function on the sphere 22 (or what is the same, a function 
of unit vectors w), then by its average value we mean the integral 


J f(w) dr(w), which we will denote by <f(w)>. Thus 


<flw)> = | fle) dx(w). (8) 


Let us now express the average <y(r, w)> of the measure of the half- 
space (x, w) >r in terms of u(R). By definition we have 


lr, w)> == | wr, wo) do(w). (9) 
But 
pr, w) == {f (x, 7, w) du(x), 


where f(x, 7, w) denotes the characteristic function of the half-space 
(x, w) > 1, ie., the function which equals unity for (x, w) > r and zero 
for (x, w) < r. Substituting this expression for u(r, w) into (9), we obtain 


Luna = { f(x, 1, w) du(x) dr(w). 
From this it follows that 
<ulr, )> = | ole, 7) dule), 


where 


P(x, 7r) = mG r, aw) dr(w). 
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From this formula one sees that p(x, 7) equals the 7-measure of the set 
of those vectors w for which (x, w) > 7. Since the ends of these vectors 
form a segment on the unit sphere which is cut off from the sphere by 
the plane (x, w) = r/| «|, situated a distance 7/| x | from the origin, 
then 

F(gn) 


p(x, 7) = T(4n— 4) V0 


1 
| (1 — y?)i-# dy, if r<|xl, 
r/\2| 


and 
g(x, r) = 0 if r>|x}. 


From this it follows that 
T'(3n) 


(pwr, w)> = TGn— Ve 


1 
{due [ (1 — yy ay. 
rS<\c| r/\k| 


Since the expression 


1 
gears 


depends only upon |x|, then changing to spherical coordinates p, 
Pi» ++) Pn_1» We Obtain the formula 


mew 


<p(r, w)> = Tdi 3) ve 


© Al 
ff G29 dy dul), (10) 
r “rip 

where, as stated above, p:(p) denotes the x-measure of the ball of radius p 
and center at the origin. 

Thus, we have established a connection between the average <y(r, w)> 
of the measures of the half-spaces (x, w) =r and the measures p(p) of 
balls. 


Since the function 


1 
We) = { (1— ytd 
rip 
is a monotone increasing function of p, we find from (10) that 


1 
nly, )> > = “(a”) 


eee rs [ (1 — y?)}in# dy[] — p(R)] 
9 9 T TIR 


for any r and R >. It follows from this inequality that 


1 — p(R) < C (1, 2) - <ulr, w)>, (11) 
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where C(n, r/R) denotes the ratio 


Ign — 3) Va (ee (1 — y?)#n-$ dy ae (1 — y?)i"-? dy 


Now we show that if we set r/R = 1//n in C(n, r/R), then the set of 
numbers C,, = C(n, Vn) will be bounded. To show this, we observe that 


2fol— yy tdy _ 2fy" LL — *imyhr b ay 


"Siva — PHF dy SY" LL — (p/n)? dy 
Therefore 
2 f° exp(—ty’) d 
aces J, exp(— ay”) dy 


Since all of the C,, = 1, 2,..., are positive and lim, ,.C, << + 0, 
the set {C,,} is bounded. Let C = sup, C,. Then from (11) there follows 
the inequality 


1 wR) <C(u (> ,0)). 


We have thus proven the following lemma, which enables us to 
estimate p(R) by means of p(r, w). 


Lemma 2. Let » be a positive normalized measure in an n-dimen- 
sional Euclidean space, let u(R) be the measure of the ball of radius R 
and center at the origin, and let <yu(r, w)> be defined by (9). Then 


I~ wR) <C- (u(F,a)), (12) 


where C is a constant not depending upon either n or R. 

The half-spaces which are involved in Lemma 2 are bounded by the 
planes (x,) = R/\/n which are tangent to the sphere with radius 
Rivn and center at the origin. To prove Theorem 3, we need a lemma, 
similar to Lemma 2, in which the sphere of radius R//x is replaced by 
an ellipsoid. We precede this lemma by the following assertion concern- 
ing the average value of the square of the distance from the origin to the 
tangent planes of an ellipsoid. 
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Lemma 3. Let 7(w) be the (perpendicular) distance from the origin 
to the tangent plane of the ellipsoid 


2 2 


Ny Xn 
1 n 


which is perpendicular to the unit vector w. Then 
<P(w)> == m2 4... + 2). 


Proof. A simple calculation shows that 
r?(w) = Newt 4... + A2w? 


nn 


where w),...,w, are the coordinates of the vector.? 
From this it follows that 


(r%(ww)> = AEw?> fon. + AECwY. 


But since w? +... + w? = 1, and the coordinates o,...,@, afe 
equally distributed, then 


Kwe> = mw +. + > = 
and therefore 


<r'(w)> = m (AZ 4+... + A), 


which proves the lemma. 
We now turn to the proof of the following lemma, which is (together 
with Lemma 2) the central point in the proof of Theorem 3. 


3 Indeed, if the coordinates of the point of tangency are xy"), ..., *), then the equation 
of the tangent plane to the ellipsoid has the form 


Bringing this equation into normal form, we find that w, = r(w)x(/A? and therefore 
x1 == w,A2/r(w). But 


and consequently r°(w) -- Atw? 4... + APw*, 
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Lemma 4. _ Let » bea positive normalized measure in m-dimensional. 
Euclidean space R,, and let Q be an ellipsoid such that for each of its 
tangent planes, the measure of the half-space not containing the ellipsoid 
is less than e«. Then the measure of the region outside any given sphere 
of radius R and center at origin which contains O does not exceed 
C(e + H?/R*), where H? is the sum of the squares of the semiaxes of 
QO, and C is a constant which depends neither upon » nor upon the 
choice of sphere or ellipsoid Q. 


Proof. Construct, for each unit vector w, the plane (x, w) = RiVn 
perpendicular to it which is tangent to the sphere of radius R/V/n. 
Parallel to each of these planes there is a plane (x, w) = r(w) which is 
tangent to the ellipsoid O(r(w) is the distance from this plane to the 
origin). Certain of the vectors w satisfy the inequality R//n < r(w); let 
2, be the set of these vectors. Let 92, denote the sets of those vectors 
remaining, i.e., those for which R/W/n > r(w). 

We now show that the measure 7({2,) does not exceed H?/R? (recall 
that 7 is the measure on the set of unit vectors which corresponds to the 
ordinary normalized measure on the surface of the unit sphere in R,). 
Indeed, it follows from Lemma 3 that 

= == (P?(w)> = iz r(w) dr > {, r*(w) dr. 
But for w € 2, we have r>(w) > R®/n, and therefore H?/n > 7(Q,) R?/n, 
which means that 


H? 
(1) <e- (13) 


Let, as usual, u(R/V/n,w) denote the measure of the half-space 
(x,w) > R/\/n. We wish to estimate its average value <u(R/Vn, w)>. 
Obviously 


(Farad) = Sar yard 
=f w(Z.a)dr+f w(Gvw)an (14) 


From inequality (13) and the trivial estimate u(R/V/n, w) < | it follows 
that 
R ix 
fw ( Gee) dr < Re (15) 
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On the other hand, for w € Q, the plane (x, w) = R/v/n is further from 
the origin than is the tangent plane to the ellipsoid Q which is parallel 
to it. Therefore for w¢ 2, the half-space (x,w) > R/V/n lies in the 
half-space (x,w) > 7(w). But by the hypothesis of the lemma the 
measure of the half-space defined by a tangent plane to the ellipsoid and 
not containing the ellipsoid does not exceed «. A fortiori we have 
w(R/V/n, w) <e for we€Q,. Taking into account the trivial estimate 
7(2,) <1, we obtain 


i , (R/V, w) dr <e. (16) 


Fram (14), (15), and (16) follows the estimate 


<p(R/Vn, w)> < a te. (17) 


By Lemma 3, this implies that 


1 — WR) <C (e+ 3) (18) 


where C is a constant not depending either upon n, H, or R, and |—p(R) 
is the measure of the region outside the sphere of radius R and center 
at the origin. This proves the lemma. 

We will show that a lemma similar to Lemma 4 holds for spaces 
adjoint to a countably Hilbert space. We precede this lemma by the 
following remarks. Let ©’ = U,_, © be the adjoint space of the 
countably Hilbert space 6 = M,_, ©; let W be a finite-dimensional 
subspace of ® and VY its annihilator, and fix ». The natural mapping 
T of ©’ onto the factor space ®’/¥ induces a mapping T,, of the subspace 
®, into &’/¥°. But every ®, is everywhere dense in ®’ (in the weak 
topology; cf. Chapter I, Section 3.1) and therefore the image of ®, in 
@’/¥° is everywhere dense in @'/¥°. Since @’/¥ is finite-dimensional 
and the image of ®, is a linear subspace in ®'/¥°, it follows that T,, 
carries ©, onto ®’/Y°. Therefore 


DP — PPP O!. 


Now denote by Y* the orthogonal complement of Y°O @, in the 
Hilbert space ®, (i.e., the collection of those F e ®, such that (F, F,)_, 
= 0 for all F, €e ¥° % ©). Obviously the natural mapping of ®, onto 
@’/'¥° maps the subspace ¥* one-one onto ®’/¥°. Therefore any F € ®’ 
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can be written in unique fashion as F = F° + F*, where F%e ¥°, 
F* € W*, We will call ¥* the orthogonal complement of ¥° in ®,,.+ 
We now proceed to the statement and proof of the analog of Lemma 4. 


Lemma 4’. Let » be a positive normalized cylinder set measure 

on the adjoint space 
os Ue, 

of a countably Hilbert space 6 = 1,_, ®,. Let Q be an ellipsoid in the 
Hilbert space ©,,4 such that the sum of the squares of its principal 
semiaxes is equal to H?, and the measure of any half-space in ®’, not 
containing Q, is less than e. If S,(R) = {|| F\|_, < R} is any ball in ®, 
containing Q, then the measure of any cylinder set Z, lying outside 
S,(R), is less than C(e + H?/R*), where C is the same constant as in 
Lemma 4. 


Proof. Let Z be any cylinder set lying outside S,(R). Let Y° be its 
generating subspace, A C @’/¥° its base, and denote by ¥* the orthogonal 
complement of ¥° 7 ®, in ®). 

If F is any element in ®’, then, as we have seen, it can be written in 
unique fashion as F = F® + F*, where P°c WY, F* ce Y*, Denote by P 
the mapping which takes F = F° + F* into F*, ie., P(F) = F*. Since 
by construction Y* is orthogonal to ¥° 4 ®,, then for elements F € ®,, 
P is the orthogonal projection of ®, onto Y*. This orthogonal projection 
takes S,,(R) into a ball S*(R) in the subspace Y* and Q into an ellipsoid 
O* lying in Y*, Since the cylinder set Z lies outside S,(R), its image 
Z* in W* lies outside S*(R). 

We introduce a measure p* in Y*, defined by 


p(X) = w[P(X)] = WX +), 


and apply Lemma 4 to S*(R), O*, and »* in the finite-dimensional 
space Y*, For this we note that the sum of the squares of the principal 
semiaxes of O* does not exceed H?. Indeed, the ellipsoid Q can be 
considered as the image of the unit sphere in ®, under a mapping T 


t For the case at hand, the foregoing seems unnecessarily involved. Indeed, given 
n > 0 and Fe @’, there is a unique yp € ¥ such that (F, ¢) = (9, Yp)n for all p € ¥. 
Define F* € ® by (F*, —) = (9, bryan; then Fo = F — F* € Y, and F = F? + F* is 
the desired decomposition. 

4 By an ellipsoid in the Hilbert space ®, we mean the image of the unit sphere || F'||_, < 1 
by some linear mapping JT. The condition that the series consisting of the sum of the 
squares of the principal semiaxes of this ellipsoid converge means that T ts a Hilbert- 
Schmidt operator. 
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whose Hilbert-Schmidt norm equals H. The ellipsoid Q* is the image 
of the unit sphere in ©, under the mapping PT. But the Hilbert- 
Schmidt norm of PT does not exceed H.® Consequently, the sum of the 
squares of the semiaxes of O* does not exceed H?. Let us now show 
that the measure of any half-space in Y* which does not intersect O* 
is less than e. Indeed, if C* is a half-space in Y%* which does not intersect 
O*, then C = C* + W° is a half-space in ®’ which does not intersect 
the ellipsoid Q, and therefore 


wX(C*) = p(C* + P) = pw(C) <e. 


Finally, since OC S,(R), then QO* C S¥(R). Therefore, in view of 
Lemma 4, the «*-measure of the region outside S%(R) does not exceed 
C(e + H?/R?). But the base A* of Z lies outside S*(R), and therefore 


w(Z) = pX(A*) < Cle + H?/R’). 


Let us now proceed to our main goal—the proof of Theorem 3. In 
other words, we wish to prove that a positive normalized cylinder set 
measure in the adjoint space of a nuclear space is countably additive. 


Proof of Theorem 3. As has been shown in Theorem 2’, to prove 
the countable additivity of » it suffices to show that for any « > 0 one 
can find m and R such that the measure of any cylinder set lying outside 
the ball S,(R) = {|| F||_, < R} is less than e. First we use the continuity 
condition imposed upon pz. It follows from this condition that there 
exists a ball S,,(p) = {|| F |l_m <p} such that the measure of any half- 
space in ®’ which does not intersect S,,(p) has measure less than €/2C, 
where C is the constant in Lemma 4’.tt 

Since the space @ is nuclear, there is an such that the ball S,,(p), 
considered in the Hilbert space @,, is an ellipsoid, the sum of whose 


5In fact, if f,, fo, ... is an orthonormal basis in ®,, then 


| PT i = » PIV] < NPI [> | mye] =P iil Tle = Hii Pl. 
k=1 k=1 


Since P is a projection operator, || P || = 1 and therefore || PT ||, < H. 

t A* is the image of A under the one-one correspondence between Y* and &’/¥° 
mentioned just preceding Lemma 4’, 

tt Indeed, since sequential and ordinary continuity are equivalent in a nuclear space, 
for any 6, A > 0 there is a neighborhood U of zero in © (say, U = {il @llm < @) such 
that pf{\(F, p)}| > A} < 8 for ge U. Choose any A > O and take 8 = ¢/2C; then 
{\|F li. < A/a} is the desired ball, which follows from the observation that any half- 
space which does not contain the zero functional can be written as {(F, 4) > A}, and from 
the existence of nonzero functionals F for which (F, %) = || F'|l_a | & |ln- 
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principal semiaxes is finite (here m must be chosen so that the mapping 
of ®;, into &, is Hilbert-Schmidt). Let H? denote the sum of the squares 
of the principal semiaxes of the ellipsoid S,,(p) in ®,, and choose R so 
large that the ball S,(R) in ®), contains the ellipsoid S,,(p), and also 


FH? € 
Ie 9) 
By Lemma 4’, for any cylinder set Z in ®’, lying outside S,(R), one 
has the estimate 
€ H? 
HZ) <C (se + Rr) - 


It follows from (19) that u(Z) < «. 

Thus, we have found a ball S,,(R) such that the measure of any cylinder 
set Z which lies outside S,(R) has ~-measure not exceeding the given 
value « > 0. Hence Theorem 2’ implies that the measure p» is countably 
additive. 

This concludes the proof of Theorem 3. 

It can be shown that the nuclearity of the space @ is not only a sufh- 
cient, but also a necessary condition for every cylinder set measure in the 
adjoint space ®’ to be countably additive. This assertion is proven by 
constructing, for any nonnuclear countably Hilbert space ®, a positive 
normalized cylinder set measure in ®’ which is not countably additive. 
Moreover, this measure can be chosen to be a so-called Gaussian 
measure (cf. Theorem 2 of Section 3). 

We have already mentioned that in certain questions one can consider, 
instead of nuclear spaces, two Hilbert spaces which are connected by a 
nuclear mapping. Let us indicate here the analog of Theorem 3 which 
is obtained by this replacement. 


Theorem 4. Let H, and H, be Hilbert spaces, and let T be a nuclear 
mapping of H, into H,. Suppose that p is a positive normalized cylinder 
set measure, Satisfying the continuity condition, in the adjoint space 
H, of H,. Then the measure in H; induced® by T and yp is countably 
additive. 

The proof of this theorem is a word-for-word repetition of the proof 
of Theorem 3. The point is that in proving Theorem 3 all that was 
used was that » is continuous in one of the Hilbert spaces ®,, and that 
there exists a nuclear mapping of ®/, into one of the spaces ©,. 

We note that while Theorem 3 talks about all measures in ®’, Theorem 


6 Concerning a measure induced by a mapping, cf. Section 1.4. 
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4 concerns only measures in H, which are induced by some measure 
in Aj. 


2.4. The Countable Additivity of Cylinder Set Measures in Spaces 
Adjoint to Union Spaces of Nuclear Spaces 


The theorem proven in the preceding section is not adequate for 
certain applications. From example, this theorem does not apply to 
measures on the cylinder sets in the conjugate space K’ of the space K 
of all infinitely differentiable functions having bounded supports. This 
is due to the fact that K is not a countably Hilbert space. but rather the 
union space of its nuclear subspaces K(a), consisting of those functions 
in K which vanish for | x | < a. Now every subspace K(a) is closed in 
K, and a sequence {g,,(x)} of functions in K converges to zero if and 
only if all of the ~,,(x) belong to some one subspace K(a) and converge 
to zero in the topology of K(a). Moreover, from the general form of 
linear functionals on K(a) it follows that every linear functional on K(a) 
can be extended to all of K. 

In order to obtain a theorem on the complete additivity of measures 
on cylinder sets which is also useful for the space K’, we introduce the 
concept of the union space of linear topological spaces. 

Let 6% C G2) C .., be an increasing sequence of linear topological 
spaces such that the topology in each ®™ coincides with that induced 
in it by ®'"+)), We call the linear space 6 = U;,_, ®™ the union space 
of the ®™), The space @ is not necessarily a linear topological space; 
however, we will say that a sequence {y,} of elements in ® converges 
to zero, if all of the », belong to some one ®™), and {p,} converges to 
zero in @™, 

An additive homogeneous functional on ® will be called /near, 
if its restriction to each @'™ is a linear functional on ®'™, Conversely, 
we will assume that any linear functional F™ on 6™ can be extended 
(not necessarily uniquely) to a linear functional F on ®. Thus, every 
linear functional FP’ on ®™) can be considered as the restriction to 
@™ of some linear functional F on ®. The functionals F', F®, . 
corresponding to a given functional F on ® are compatible in the follow- 
ing sense: if m <n, then for any element ye @®™ we have (F'™, o) 
= (F™, g), since both sides coincide with (F, ¢). 

Thus we see that an element F of the conjugate space ®’ can be 
written in the form 


F = (FO, Fe, 3, 


where F'™ € @'™’, and the functionals F™, F), ... are compatible. 


2.4 Countable Additivity of Measures 331 


We now consider cylinder sets in ©’. It is easy to see that any such 
set is defined by a cylinder set Z'’™ in one of the spaces ®'™’ and 
consists of all elements F = {F, F®), ...} of the space ®’ for which 
FO™ €Z'™, We will denote the cylinder set in ®’, defined by a cylinder 
set Z(™ in OM’, by Z(Z™), 

It is easily verified that the weak neighborhoods in ®’ coincide with 
the cylinder sets in ®’ defined by the weak neighborhoods in the spaces 
Dim)" 

Further on we will use the mappings T™ of ® into ®™”’, which 
carry an element F = {F', F®), ...} of ®’ into its mth coordinate F™. 
From the compatibility of the F'™ it follows that for m <n we have 
T™(T")31F™ = F™, Therefore, setting Ty, = TT"), we obtain a 
mapping of the space ®'™’ onto 6’, by which every functional F'™ 
is carried into a compatible functional F'™. 

Let us now consider a measure » on the cylinder sets in ®’. This 
measure defines a measure on the cylinder sets in every one of the 
@'™)" Indeed, we set 


HZ) = pl ZZ) 


for any cylinder set Z’™ in ®™’, where Z(Z'™) is the cylinder set in ®’ 
defined by Z'™, Obviously yz,, is a measure on the cylinder sets in O'™’, 
The measures 11, fg, ... thus obtained are compatible in the sense that 
for m <nand any Z'™ in O'™’ we have 


PZ) = pal (Tim) 2"). (20) 


Indeed, it is easy to see that the sets Z'™ and (T7,) 1Z™ define the same 
cylinder set Z in ©’, and therefore both sides of (20) coincide with ,(Z). 

The converse is also true: if p44, py, -.., is any Sequence of compatible 
measures on the cylinder sets in the spaces @'))’, O®)’, _.., then there 
exists a measure uw On ®’ such that 


BAZ] = pn Z™) 


for all m and all cylinder sets Z/™ in O™’, 

Of course, since the measures y,, are finitely additive, y will also be 
finitely additive. With somewhat greater effort, one can show that the 
countable additivity of each of the »,, implies, under certain assumptions 
regarding yz, the countable additivity of u. That is, the following theorem 
holds. 


Theorem 5. Let ® be the union space of the countably normed 
spaces O71), O'2), |... Suppose further that uw is a positive normalized 
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measure on the conjugate space ©’, such that for every m the measure 
Hm induced by » on &'™)’ is countably additive and regular in the sense 
of Caratheodory. Then p is also countably additive. 


Proof. According to Theorem 1’, we have to show that any decreasing 
sequence Z, D Z, 2... of cylinder sets Z, in ®’, such that lim,.,.. u(Z;) 
= « > 0, has nonempty intersection. Now each of the Z;, is defined by 
a cylinder set Z*) in O'™)’, Tf the set of all m, is bounded, then without 


loss of generality we may suppose that m, = m, = ... = m. In this 
case the nonemptiness of ,_, Z, follows from the countable additivity 
of Em: 


Now assume that the m, are unbounded. In this case we may without 
loss of generality suppose that m, < m, < .... By hypothesis each of the 
Hm, 18 regular in the sense of Caratheodory. Therefore in each of the 
spaces ®'™)’ there is a weakly closed set B, such that B,C Z'’™) and 


Pl Z'™) — Bal < ape - 
Further, by Theorem 2 the countable additivity of »,, implies the 
existence in each ®'™)’ of a weakly compact set (a ball) C;, such that 
Mm (Cy) = 1 — «/2-'**2), Obviously D, = B,AC, is also weakly 


compact and 
E€ 


Pom, L 20 — Dy] < Dit: 


Set 


It is easy to see that E,,C Z*), and 
kK 
Y € 
PZ ~ Ex] <a < te. 
j=l 


Therefore y,,(E,.) > ge. It is further obvious that each of the Ey is 
weakly compact in ®'™)’, and T7,*E;, C E; for j < k. 

We now choose an element F'™) from each of the E,, (the E; are non- 
empty, as 4,,(E,) > ge). For j < m, set 


Gi) —. 7'm,.RUm,) 
FP. a Tk Kk), 


Since T7'(E;,) C £,, the elements F{), FY, ... belong to the weakly 
compact set £,. One can therefore choose a subsequence 


‘(1) (1) 
Ae ae 
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which converges weakly to some element F,,, in ®™)’. Now we consider 
the elements Ff", F{®, ... (we may clearly assume that 7, > 2) which 
lie in E, (since Ty; E, C E,). Since F, is weakly compact, we can find 
a weakly convergent subsequence of {F{”} which has limit F,,, in @™’, 
From the weak continuity of T7;? (which i is easy to show) it follows that 
TinPm, = Fm, In similar fashion we construct elements pai aig: oe 
= pens’, pinay’, .., such that fF, = Ti, for j <k, and we Set 

= TMF, for m < m,. Then F'= = {F, ie .} is an senient in @’, 
ie moreover belongs to each of the Z,, since F,, € Ec 2), This 
proves that the sequence Z,, Z,, ... of cylinder sets in ®’ has nonempty 
intersection, and therefore that yz is countably additive, which completes 
the proof. 

Since, according to Theorem 3, any positive normalized cylinder set 
measure, in the conjugate space of a nuclear space, which satisfies the 
continuity condition is countably additive, we obtain from Theorem 
5 the following result. 


Theorem 6. Suppose that ® is the union space of an increasing 
sequence ®")) C @!) C _.. of nuclear spaces. Then any positive normalized 
measure, on the cylinder sets of the conjugate space ©’, which satisfies 
the continuity condition is countably additive. 

Since the space K is the union space of its nuclear subspaces K(n), 
any measure on the cylinder sets of K’ which has the properties indicated 
above is countably additive.t 


2.5. A Condition for the Countable Additivity of Measures on the 
Cylinder Sets in a Hilbert Space 


Theorem 3 gives a condition for the countable additivity of all cylinder 
set measures in the conjugate space of a countably Hilbert space. In 
this paragraph we indicate a condition for the countable additivity of a 
specified measure » defined on a Hilbert space H. 

Let B,, B,, ... be a sequence of positive-definite operators in H, with 
domain H. By means of these operators we introduce a new topology 
in H, taking as a base of neighborhoods of zero the system of sets U,,(R) 
in H, where U,(R) consists of all » € H satisfying (B,9, p) < R?. We 
will call this topology the topology defined by the operators By, By, .... 
The following theorem holds. 


tIt is perhaps worth mentioning explicitly that this result plays the same role in 
the theory of generalized random processes as does the Kolmogorov extension theorem 
in the theory of ordinary random processes. 
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Theorem 7. In order that a positive normalized measure p on the 
cylinder sets‘ in the Hilbert space H be countably additive, it is necessary 
and sufficient that « be continuous relative to the topology in H defined 
by some sequence B,, B,, ... of positive-definite nuclear operators. 

The continuity of means the following: For any « > 0 there exists 
a 6 >0Q and n such that the inequality (B,¢, p) <6 implies that 
(T,) < «, where ©, denotes the strip defined by |(, )| > 1. 


Proof. First we prove the necessity of the condition. Suppose that 
p is countably additive. We construct for any n > 0 a positive-definite 
nuclear operator B, such that the inequality (B,, g) < 1/2n implies 
that u(T,) < l1/n. This operator is constructed in the following way. 
Since uw is countable additive, it can be extended to all balls in H. But 
H7 is the union of a countable family of increasing balls, and therefore 
there is a ball S(R) = {!| @ || < R}such that the measure of its complement 
is less than 1/2n. We define B,, by setting 


(Buee) =| Me Wl dutd) 


Obviously B,, is positive-definite. To show that it is nuclear, we note 
that for any orthonormal basis {p,} in H one has 


Dative) = f Be Neoe Wl ded 


={ lel dup) < REY dul) < R. 
S(R) S(R) 


In other words, the series D1 (Birpe %,) converges for any orthonormal 
basis {p,,}. AS was shown in Chapter I, Section 2.3, it follows that B,, 
is a nuclear operator. 

Now consider any element g such that (B,9, g) < 1/2n, and let us 
estimate the measure of the strip T, defined by |(, #)| > 1. Obviously 


MT ,) = w(T,) + KY), 


where I; is that part of I, contained in the ball S(R), and I,’ is that part 
lying outside S(R). In view of the choice of S(R) we have p(F,’) < 1/2n. 


7 By a cylinder set in H we mean the collection of those elements g for which 


((P P1)s = CP, pu) © A 
where q, ..-, ¢, are elements of H, and 4 is a Borel set in k-dimensional Euclidean space. 
Since (9, g;) is a linear functional on H, this definition agrees with that given in Section 1. 
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On the other hand, from the inequality |(g, %)| > 1, which holds for 
all 4 € 1, and therefore for all 4 € I’, it follows that 


g? 


wl) =f duly <f Mo. WP dee) 


< [WoW dud) = (Bare) <5, 


Hence p(I,) < ln. 

Thus we have constructed a sequence B,, B,, ... of positive-definite 
nuclear operators such that the inequality (B,y, y) < 1/2n implies 
u(T,) < 1/n, where IT, is the strip defined by |(, %)| > 1. This means 
that » is continuous relative to the topology in H defined by the B,, 
and proves the necessity of the condition of the theorem. 

The sufficiency of the condition can be proven by using Lemma 4. 
We omit the details of this proof. 


3. Gaussian Measures in Linear Topological Spaces 
3.1. Definition of Gaussian Measures 


We will consider here Gaussian measures in linear topological spaces. 
First we describe Gaussian measures in the finite-dimensional case. 
Let R, be an n-dimensional linear space, in which is defined a scalar 
product (x, y). This scalar product defines a metric in R,, and, in particu- 
lar, defines Lebesgue measure in R,,. We introduce the Gaussian measure 
in R, corresponding to the scalar product (x, y), setting 


y= oni { jeleige (1) 


In other words, Gaussian measures in an n-dimensional linear space are 
always defined by means of scalar products. 

If A is a non-degenerate linear transformation in R, and (x, y) is a 
scalar product in R,, then (x, y), = (Ax, Ay) is also a scalar product. 
To this scalar product there corresponds the Gaussian measure 


1 
ees —}(Ax, Ax) 


where d,x denotes the Lebesgue measure corresponding to the scalar 
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product (x, y),. It is easy to see that d,x == | det A | dx. Therefore the 
measure jz, can be written in the form 


| det A | ; 
py (x) — so e7t(Ag, Ax) ax. 
(2m)" Jy 
We note the following lemma concerning Gaussian measures in 
finite-dimensional spaces, which we will use further on. 


Lemma 1. Let &,, be an n-dimensional Euclidean space with scalar 
product (x, y), and R,, an m-dimensional subspace in R,. Let yz, be the 
Gaussian measure in R, corresponding to the scalar product (x, y), 
and denote by p»,, the Gaussian measure in R,, corresponding to the 
same scalar product. Then for any subset X of R,, we have the following 
compatibility condition between pz, and p,,: 


PnlX) = pn[Q7\(x)], (2) 
where Q denotes the operator of orthogonal projection of R, onto R,,. 


Proof. Let R,_,, denote the inverse image of the origin with respect 
to QO. Obviously R, is the orthogonal sum of the subspaces R,, and 
R,-m, and therefore any «eR, can be written in unique fashion as 
x = x + x”, where x’ ER, and x’ ER, _,,. It is also obvious that 


(x,y) = v') + (2% 9"), 


and that the Lebesgue measure dx in R,, is the product of the Lebesgue 
measures dx’ in R,, and dx’ in R,_,,, defined by the scalar product 
(x, y). Since the set Q-1(.X) is the orthogonal sum of X and R,_.,,, we 
have 
pl O*XM = ra [ene dx 
: (27)*" J g-Ux) 
] 


== en Hara) dx’ | en Barat) diy!” 
(2m)'" J y 


Rn-m 


Since 


2g yen Nee ne ; —3( 47,27) f 
bem(X) (mim je 2) dry’ 
to prove (2) it suffices to verify that 


l —Ligrl, ar ve 
Gaia | en Bar,a) dy’! — |, (3) 


n-™m 
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But in coordinate form, the integral in (3) is 


Caapitnar | EXP RUGS) +o + GND dy! dime) 
Since 7 
{ exp(— $x?) dx = W/2n, 
the integral (3’) is equal to 1, which proves (2). 
Along with the Gaussian measures just considered, so-called improper 
(or degenerate) Gaussian measures can also be considered. These are 
defined by a formula of the form 


l ; Lora 

eye (20) | nee pe (4) 
where R,, is an m-dimensional linear subspace of R,, (x, y) is a scalar 
product in R,,, and dx is the Lebesgue measure in R,, defined by this 
scalar product. 

Let us now proceed to the construction of Gaussian measures in the 
infinite-dimensional case. These measures will be constructed in the 
conjugate space ®’ of a locally convex linear topological space ®. As 
we Saw in Section 1.1, the local convexity of ® guarantees that any linear 
functional on any subspace VY of ® can be extended to a linear functional 
on all of ®. In addition, the conjugate space ’ of any finite-dimensional 
subspace ¥ of @ is isomorphic to the factor space 6’/¥Y, where Y° denotes 
the annihilator of Y (i.e., the collection of all linear functionals on ® 
such that (F, 4) = 0 for pe ¥). 

Gaussian measures in an infinite-dimensional space ©®’ are defined 
by means of scalar products B(g, %) defined in @. 

Thus, suppose that B(g, 4) is a nondegenerate scalar product in a 
real locally convex linear topological space ®, continuous in the topology 
of ®. First we define a Gaussian measure in every finite-dimensional 
subspace Y of ® by means of the scalar product B(g, %), and then we 
carry over these measures to the factor spaces @’/W?. 

We define a measure ry in each n-dimensional subspace Y of ® by 


] 
TAY) = oe |e ttmr dy, (5) 


where dis is the Lebesgue measure in Y corresponding to the scalar 
product B(g, %). In view of Lemma | these measures are compatible 
in the following sense: If Y, C %,, then for any YC ¥, we have 


7(Y) ae 7[Q01'(Y)], (6) 
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where Q, denotes the operator of orthogonal projection of Y, onto Y, 
(relative to the scalar product B(g, ys)), and 71,7, are the measures 
Ty, and Ty, . 

We remark that the finite-dimensional Euclidean space VY (with scalar 
product B(g, y)) is isomorphic to its conjugate space Y’.! But, as was 
pointed out above, the space Y’ is isomorphic to the factor space @'/¥. 
We have thus established a natural isomorphism Ay between WY and 
©'/¥°. In view of this isomorphism there corresponds to the measure 
tT, in Y a measure vy in ®'/¥, defined by 


vyAX) = te[AX)], XCOPY. (7) 


Let us show that the measures vy define a measure on the cylinder sets 
in ®’, i.e., that they are compatible. For this, according to Section 1.3, 
it suffices to show that if YC W,, then for any set X C ©’/¥? one has? 


v(X) = vpfQO-“X)]), (8) 


where Q denotes the natural mapping of ®'/¥9 into ®’/¥7. 
In view of (7), we can write (8), which is to be proven, in the following 


form: 
74,4 X)] = 7,[47'O-1(4)] 


(we have denoted Ay and Ay by A, and A, respectively). If we set 
Ay(X) = Y, then this equation becomes 


7,( Y) — 7[45'07'A,(Y)]. (9) 


In view of relation (6) it remains to show that the mapping 
O, = Aj'QA, is the orthogonal projection of WY, onto Y,. But this 
follows directly from the fact that Aj'QA, acts on elements ye VY, 
according to the scheme 


b> Aa + Ya > Ant + Pio ) 
1 


and on elements » in the orthogonal complement of WY, in Y, according 
to? 
OO a ae Tet 


I 


This proves that the measures v, are compatible. 


1 With every element y% € ¥ we associate the linear functional F,, defined by Fy(¢) = 
(B ¢, #4). From the nondegeneracy of B (¢, ys) it follows that the image of ¥ is all of ¥”. 

2 We denote here vy, by ¥ vy, by vs, and further ry, by 7, and ry, by 72. 

3 Since B(y, Y) = 0, Y € Y, for such ¢, then A,p € YP? and therefore App + ¥2C ¥?. 
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We denote by » the measure defined on the cylinder sets of ®’ by the 
Vy. 
From the fact that the scalar product B(p, 4) was assumed to be 
continuous in the topology of ®, it follows easily that the measure p 
satisfies the continuity condition. We omit the simple proof of this 
statement, which involves writing down the measures in coordinate 
form. 

One can remove the condition of nondegeneracy that was imposed 
upon B(g, ys). Assume that there are nonzero elements y for which 
B(¢, yp) = 0, and let X be the totality of all such y. Then X is a linear 
subspace of ® which is closed in view of the assumed continuity of 
B(, ws). Let X° be the subspace in ®’ consisting of all continuous linear 
functionals F which vanish on X. Then X° is the conjugate space of the 
factor space ®/X, and B(g, ys) induces a nondegenerate scalar product 
B,(9, ws) on the latter. We can therefore construct the Gaussian measure 
4, in X° defined by the scalar product B,(¢, ys). The measure p in ®’, 
defined for any cylinder set Y in ®’ by 


oY) = p(¥n X°, 


is called a Gaussian measure in ©’. Such Gaussian measures, which 
are concentrated on subspaces of ®’, are called degenerate or improper. 

[Let us now stop to consider the case where @ is a Hilbert space, and the 
Gaussian measure yp is defined by the scalar product (9, #) in ®. In this 
case the spaces ® and @’ can be identified, and we can suppose that 
pz is defined in the space @ itself. The cylinder sets Z in @ are the or- 
thogonal sums of subspaces A?® of ®, having finite-dimensional orthogonal 
complements A, with (Borel) sets X lying in A. The measure of such 
a cylinder set is given by 


| 
ss —h(y yp) 
p(Z) = (ni {e v4) dy, 
where (9, ys) is the scalar product induced in the finite dimensional 


subspace A by the scalar product in ®, and dg is the corresponding 
Lebesgue measure in A. 


3.2. A Condition for the Countable Additivity of Gaussian Measures in the 
Conjugate Spaces of Countably Hilbert Spaces 


In Theorem 4 of Section 2, it was shown that if a measure p, in a 
Hilbert space H, satisfies the continuity condition and if T is a Hilbert— 
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Schmidt mapping of H, into a Hilbert space H,, then the measure pi, 
in f1,, induced by T and py, is countably additive. With the help of this 
theorem it is easy to show a sufficient condition for a Gaussian measure 
ut, defined in the conjugate space ®’ of a countably Hilbert space ® by a 
scalar product B(g, ys) in ®, to be countably additive. 

Let Bp, 4) be a scalar product (nondegenerate) in a countably 
Hilbert space ®, which is continuous jointly in both arguments relative 
to the topology of ©.+ Completing @ relative to this scalar product, 
we obtain a Hilbert space ®,. From the continuity of B(g, ys) it follows 
that the natural imbedding of ® into ®, is continuous. Therefore there 
is an m such that for n > m the imbedding T,, of the Hilbert space @,, 
into ®, is continuous (®, is the completion of ® relative to the scalar 
product (9, #),,). A sufficient condition for the countable additivity of 
the Gaussian measure.on ©’ defined by B(g, #) is given by the following 
theorem. 


Theorem 1. In order that the measure yp, defined in the conjugate 
space ®’ of a countably Hilbert space ® by a continuous nondegenerate 
scalar product B(g, %), be countably additive, it is sufficient that for 
some ” the mapping T,, of ®, into @, be of Hilbert-Schmidt class. 


Proof. The scalar product B(g, ) in the Hilbert space ®, defines a 
Gaussian measure p, in the conjugate space ®,; which satisfies the 
continuity condition. The mapping T,, adjoint to T,, maps ®, into ®, 
and is also Hilbert-Schmidt. Now apply Theorem 4 of Section 2 to the 
Hilbert spaces ®, and ®, and to the measure p, in ®3. We find that 
ft, induces a countably additive measure yz, in ®,, which in turn induces 
a countably additive measure in ®’. Obviously this last measure coincides 
with the measure defined in ®’ by the scalar product B(g, #), which 
is thus countably additive. 

The proof of Theorem | was based upon Theorem 4 of Section 2. 
The central and most difficult point in the proof of the latter theorem 
was to establish the inequality 


1 — w(R) < Cle + H?/R2) 


(cf. Lemma 4 of Section 2), For Gaussian measures one can avoid this 
inequality by using the more simply proven inequality 


_ vdet C 


d as 2 ping tt ee, —$C(x. x) 
w(Q) = one | eciee de < 


Inte) ; (10) 


t By Theorem 3 of Chapter I, Section 1.2, it is sufficient that B(g, ¥) be continuous 
in each argument separately. 
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Here C(x, x) denotes a strictly positive-definite quadratic form in the 
space R,, Tr(C~+) denotes the trace of the matrix C1, and 2 denotes 
the region outside the sphere of radius 7 and center at the origin of R,. 
In order to prove inequality (10), we note that 
oats Vdet C —3(Cx.2) 
HD) = “asi | xine ee de, 


where x(x) denotes the characteristic function of the region 2. Since 
x(x) = 1 for those x satisfying (x, x) > r* and vanishes for those x 
satisfying (x, x) <7’, then the inequality x(x) < (x, x)/r*? holds for all 
x éER,. It follows that 


V/ det C . 
HQ) <a { _ eae tone de, 


Applying formula (4) of Section 2.2, Chapter III, to the right side of this 
inequality, we obtain 


which proves inequality (10). 
Now we prove the following lemma. 


Lemma 2. If « is the Gaussian measure in a Hilbert space H which 
is defined by the scalar product (9, 4) in H, and T is a Hilbert-Schmidt 
mapping of H into a Hilbert space H,, then the measure p, in Aj, 
induced by T and p, is countably additive. 


Proof. According to Theorem 2 of Section 2, it suffices, for the 
proof of the countable additivity of 4,, to show that for any « > 0 
there is a ball S,(r) with radius r and center at the origin in H, such 
that the measure of any cylinder set lying outside S,(r) is less than e. 
One constructs S,(r) in the following way. Let 7’ be the mapping of 
H, into H which is adjoint to T, and consider the operator 0 = T’T. 
Since T is of Hilbert-Schmidt class, then by Theorem 4 of Chapter I, 
Section 2.3, Q is a nuclear operator. Let r be any number such that 
TrQ < er’, where Tr Q is the trace of O. Then r is the desired radius. 

To prove this assertion it suffices to write out the explicit expression 
for 4, and to apply inequality (10). We omit the details of the argument. 

Theorem | follows directly from Lemma 2. Indeed, the scalar product 
B(y, ys) defines a Gaussian measure ps in the conjugate space ®, of 
®,. But the mapping 7, of ©, into ®, is, by hypothesis, of Hilbert- 
Schmidt class. Therefore its adjoint 7;, which maps ®, into ®,, is of 
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Hilbert-Schmidt class. But then the measure p,,, induced in ®, by ps 
and T,,, is countably additive by Lemma 2, as is therefore the measure 
» induced in ®’ by p,. But uw is none other than the measure defined 
in ©’ by B(g, %). This proves Theorem 1. 

In view of Theorem 3 of Section 2, any Gaussian measure in the 
conjugate space ®’ of a nuclear space @ is countably additive (we remark 
that this assertion can also be proven more simply than the general 
case, by using inequality (10)). 

Now we show that the requirement of nuclearity of the space is not 
only a sufficient, but also a necessary condition for every Gaussian 
measure in the conjugate space ®’ of the countably Hilbert space ® to 
be countably additive. To do this, we need the following estimate for 
Gaussian measures in a Euclidean space R,,. 


Lemma 3. Let « be the Gaussian measure in n-dimensional Euclidean 
space R,, defined by the scalar product (x, y) in R,, and let 2 denote the 
region defined by the inequalities 


TrC—2V1TrC < C(x, x) << TrC + 2VTrC, 


where C(x, x) is a positive-definite quadratic form in R,, and TrC 
is the trace of the matrix C consisting of the coefficients of the quadratic 


form. Then 
2 2 
ry + panes + Nes (dl 1) 


where ,, ..., A, are the eigenvalues of C.* 


Proof. Let (x) denote the characteristic function of the region 2. 
Obviously the inequality 
(C(x, «) — Tr CP? 
4Trc 


x(x) > 1 — 


is satisfied for all points xe R,. Therefore 


w2) = fxs) dute) > fe |r —~ STEEL | duce) 


(12) 


_ {. (C(x, x))? — 2 see) + (Tr C)? dy(2). 


4'The reader can without difficulty establish the connection of this lemma with the 
well-known Chebyshev inequality of probability theory. 
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From formula (4) of Section 2.2, Chapter III, it follows that 


by l 
‘ de ‘ —h(2,x) = T * 
| : Clx; x) d(x) = (2 yn { Oe xe dx = r C, 


and therefore 
wQ) > 1 ~ gars . (CEs, x — (Tr CP] dul, 


In order to estimate the integral 
] (Clx x)? du(m), 
Rn 


we choose a Cartesian coordinate system in R,, in which the form 
C(x, x) reduces to a sum of squares 

C(x, x) = Apt + .. + A,x. 
Then the above integral assumes the form 


] : 7 
(2m) | (Aix 4- of AY A exp[— 4x3 coer x?)] dx 


l 
>, Are { x%e2 expl— Coe ae + x2) dx 
-1 


(2m) py 
But for 7 ~k 

aay | oebexpl— Het +. +t] de = 1 
and 


] 
(Qnyi" xj exp[— 3(x7 +... + xh) dx = 3, 


and therefore the integral under consideration is equal to 
3 2s 2 Ady 
Consequently, in view of inequality (11) 


w(Q) > 1 — _ val [3 Yet > AjAy -a- yal 
ver i7k 


_ Mt ba 


“2TEC 


This proves Lemma 3. 
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Consider the Gaussian measure yz in a (real) Hilbert space H, defined 
by the scalar product (gy, 7) in H. Let T be an operator which maps H 
into another Hilbert space H,, and denote by pu, the measure induced 
in H, by » and T. We prove the following lemma. 


Lemma 4. If T is not of Hilbert-Schmidt class, and || Tj} < 1, 
then for any r > 0 there is a cylinder set Z in H,, lying outside the 
ball S,(r) in H, with radius r and center at zero, whose measure is 
greater than 1/2. 


Proof. Consider first the case where the positive-definite operator 
O = T’T has a pure discrete spectrum. Let dj, Ag, ... be the eigenvalues 
of QO, and h,, hy, ... the corresponding normalized eigenvectors. Ob- 
viously the inverse image of the ball S,(7) under the mapping T is the 
set 2 in H defined by the inequality (Tp, Tp) < 7°, or equivalently 
(Op, y) < 7*. In coordinate form the set 2 is defined by the inequality 


D>, Alps Ay)? <7? (13) 
k=} 


We note that the series 2,1 A; diverges, because T is by hypothesis 
not of Hilbert-Schmidt class, and so Q is not a nuclear operator. Con- 
sequently, there are m and n such that 


> re 3) > Neves Te (14) 


kem41 k=m11 


We now assert that the desired cylinder set Z in #7 is the cylinder set 
defined in coordinate form by 


n 


Dd, Alp, Mn)? SP. (15) 

k=mth 
Indeed, comparing this inequality with (13), we conclude that Z lies 
outside the region 92. Let us now estimate the measure of Z. In view of 
inequality (14), the set Z contains the set Z,, defined by the inequalities 


n 


A—2VA< > Ap, hy? <A +2VA, 
kami 
where A = Xyemi1 A, Therefore (Z) > u(Z,). But according to 
Lemma 3 we have the estimate 
ene 


p a oe 
Z yop i ee : 
H( y = AnH sti ee ae Xn) 
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Since by hypothesis || T'|| < 1, it follows that A,. < 1 for all k. Therefore 
we obtain p(Z) > u(Z,) SF. 

Thus we have proven that u(Z) > 4. Mapping Z into H,, we obtain 
a cylinder set in H,, lying outside S,(7) and having measure at least 3. 
This proves Lemma 4 when T’T has a discrete spectrum. 

When the spectrum of 7’T is not purely discrete, the proof is carried 
out in similar fashion, replacing the vectors h,, hy, ... by orthonormal 
vectors @,, Po, --. such that (7’T9,,, y;,,) = C > 0 (the existence of these 
vectors follows directly from the fact that the spectrum of T’T is not 
purely discrete). We omit the details. 

We can now prove that if a countably Hilbert space @ is not nuclear, 
then there exists a Gaussian measure » in the conjugate space ®’ 
which is not countably additive. 

Indeed, since @ is not nuclear, there exists an m such that the mapping 
T;, of ®, into @,, is not of Hilbert-Schmidt class for any n > m. Then 
the adjoint operators (77,)’ are also not of Hilbert-Schmidt class. Now 
consider the Gaussian measure p,, in ®,, defined by the scalar product 
(F, G)_,,. This measure induces a measure pu, in each of the ©, and a 
measure » in ©’. Let us show that pu is not countably additive. Indeed, 
since (7},)’ is not Hilbert-Schmidt for any n > m, then by Lemma 4 
there exists, for any m and r, a cylinder set Z in ®, lying outside the ball 
(F, F)_, <7, whose measure is at least $ (Lemma 4 applies since it is 
clear, from the monotonicity of the inner products in a countably 
Hilbert space, that || 77, || < 1). But then Theorem 2 of Section 2 implies 
that pz is not countably additive. 

We have thus proven the following theorem. 


Theorem 2. In order that every Gaussian measure in the conjugate 
space ®’ of a given countably Hilbert space ® be countably additive, 
it is necessary and sufficient that ® be a nuclear space. 

Obviously the nuclearity of @ is a fortiori necessary for the countable 
additivity of all (not only Gaussian) measures in ®’, 


4. Fourier Transforms of Measures in Linear Topological Spaces 


4.1. Definition of the Fourier Transform of a Measure 


The Fourier transform of a nonnegative measure y in n-dimensional 
Euclidean space R,, is defined as the function f(x) given by 


f(x) = |e duly). (1) 


Let us carry over this definition to a linear topological space. 
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Let @ be a linear topological space and yu a cylinder set measure in the 
conjugate space ©’. We define the Fourier transform of as the (non- 
linear) functional L(y) defined on ® by 


L(g) = { e*) du(F). (2) 


We remark that to compute L(g) it suffices to know the measures of 
half-spaces in ®’, Indeed, if » € ®, then the inequality (F, ») < « defines 
a half-space in ©’, whose measure we denote by y,(x). Then L(y) can be 
written in the form 


L(y) = ae d(x). (3) 


We note that for positive A the half-space (F, Ay) < x coincides with 
the half-space (F, ») < x/A. Therefore for all positive A we have 


L(g) = { e!® duy,(x) = { e* du, (=) z { ete dy, (x). (4) 


Now if A < 0, then the half-space (F, Ap) < x coincides with the half- 
space (F, ») > x/A, and therefore at the points of continuity of the 
function j.,,(x) we have 


Pax) = 1 — py (>) : 


Therefore 


Lie) = [ dyt,,(x) = —  e dp, (+) = [ae dy.,{x) 


also holds for A < 0. 

It is easy to show that if ¥ is a finite-dimensional subspace in ® and 
#4y is the measure in the factor space ®’/¥° corresponding to pu, then 
for any 2 € Y one has 


Lg) = fo eh due(F). (5) 


Indeed, if » € ¥, then the half-space (F, ») <x consists of cosets with 
respect to the subspace ¥° in 6’. Therefore the u-measure of this half- 
space in ®’ coincides with the »y-measure of the half-space (F, y) < x 
in ®'/Y°, Since the Fourier transform of a measure is uniquely defined 
by the measures of half-spaces, this proves (5). 
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As an example, let us calculate the Fourier transform of the Gaussian 
measure pu defined by a functional B(g, %) on @. 
Since the Gaussian measure of the half-space (F, p) <a is equal to 


78 — x 


] 
V/ 27 B(y, ¥) J, S ( 2B(9, ay) 


the functional L(¢) is given by 


Oo 


] x 
1G Sp : Se, Shey 
(7) VinB@.o) ie exp(zx) exp ( 2B, ay x 
But this integral equals e~*?%-), It follows that 


L(y) = e- 2 Bow), (6) 


4.2. Positive-Definite Functionals on Linear Topological Spaces 


Let L(y) be a functional on a linear topological space ®. This functional 
is called posttive-definite if 


m 


> L(p; — pr) &iE, > O (7) 


j,k=1 


for any elements 9, ..., p,, in ® and any complex numbers &, ..., &,. 

An example of a positive-definite functional is furnished by any 
functional L(p) which is the Fourier transform of a cylinder set measure 
in the conjugate space ®’ of ® (recall that we are considering only 
positive normalized measures). Indeed, suppose that L(¢) is the Fourier 
transform of a measure p. Let Y be the finite-dimensional subspace 
spanned by the elements q, ..., y,,, and let wy be the measure in the 
factor space ©’/¥° corresponding to the measure np. Then for ge ¥, 
L(¢) is given by formula (5). But then we have 


Th 


>» L(g; ee PaEie ko > Ef, {, bea etl Fg 3-7) duy(F) 


j=l 


™ 


> bet | dug(F) > 


dcp 


from which it is evident that L(¢) is positive-definite. 
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Let us remark that if y satisfies the continuity condition, then its 
Fourier transform is continuous. In fact, suppose that the sequence 
{p,} converges to the element gy, € ®. Let y,, be the measure on the line 
corresponding to the element @,, and yz, the measure corresponding to 
Po. Then 


L(p,) = { et du,(x), n=0,1,... 
But the continuity condition says that 
tim J f(x) dyan(se) = | (2) dug(~) 


for any bounded continuous function f(x). Letting f(x) = e'”, we obtain 
lim, ,0 L(~n) = L(y), which shows that L(p) is continuous. Lastly, 
we note that 1(0) = 1, since the measure yp» corresponding to the zero 
element is concentrated at the point x = 0, and therefore 


{ e* du(x) = 1. 


Thus we see that the Fourier transform L(y) of any measure on the 
cylinder sets in ®’ is positive-definite and continuous (in the sequential 
sense) and L(0) = 1. Now we show that these conditions are not only 
necessary, but also sufficient for a functional L(y) to be the Fourier 
transform of some cylinder set measure in ®’. 


Theorem 1. In order that a functional L(y) on a linear topological 
space ® be the Fourier transform of some cylinder set measure in the 
conjugate space ®’, it is necessary and sufficient that L(¢) be positive- 
definite and continuous (in the sequential sense) and that L(0) = 1. 


Proof. The necessity of the conditions was proven above. To show 
their sufficiency, let L(y) be a functional satisfying the conditions of the 
theorem. Considering L(g) on a finite-dimensional subspace WY of ®, 
we obtain a positive-definite continuous function Ly(gy) on VY. By 
Bochner’s theorem (cf. Chapter II, Section 3.2) this function is the 
Fourier transform of a positive measure py defined in the conjugate 
space ¥’ of Y. But we have seen in Section 3.1 that ¥’ can be identified 
in a natural way with the factor space ®’/Y°, where ¥Y° consists of all 
linear functionals F which vanish on ¥. It follows that in each of the 
factor spaces ©’/Y°, where W is finite dimensional, there is defined a 
measure jy. It remains for us to show that these measures are compatible 
and satisfy the continuity condition. 
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To prove compatibility, consider two finite-dimensional subspaces 
YW, Y, with Y, C Y, in @, and let x, and pu, be the measures correspond- 
ing to them. We have to prove that yx, coincides with the measure v 
induced in the factor space ©’/¥/? by yx». In other words, we must prove 
that 

H(A) = (A) = p[O-(4)] (8) 
for any set A in ®'/¥%, where Q denotes the mapping of ®'/¥3 onto 
@'/P?) by which the coset F + ¥} is carried into the coset F + YW. 
We prove (8) by showing that the Fourier transforms of the measures 
p, and v coincide. 

The Fourier transform of 4, is by definition of u, the function L,(¢) 
defined on Y, and coinciding there with L(y). The Fourier transform 
of v is also defined on W,, and is given by 


i wey OF). (9) 
1 


If p € Y,, then the value of (F, ¢) is the same for all functionals F belonging 
to the same coset F, + YW}. Since, moreover, v and jy are related by 
(8), we can rewrite (9) in the form 


{ eo) dud(F). 
oi ¥8 


Thus (9) is the Fourier transform of y, for all elements g € ¥,. But by 
definition of yz. this Fourier transform is that function L(y) on YW, 
which coincides there with L(g). But L,(y) and L.(@) coincide on ¥%, 
since L(y) = L(g) = L.(¢) for pe Y,. Thus the Fourier transforms 
of 4, and v coincide. But then pz, and v coincide, which proves that the 
measures pty are compatible. 

We can thus associate with the functional L(y) a cylinder set measure 
pin ®’, It remains for us to show that p satisfies the continuity condition. 
For this we use the following theorem from the theory of Fourier in- 
tegrals: 


If a sequence {u,} of positive normalized measures is such that 
lim { e* dun(x) = [ e* dug(x), 
for any value of X, then the measures 1, converge weakly to p.! 


1 A sequence {u,} of measures is said to converge weakly to a measure po, if 
tiem { #02) chan) = [ #02) col) 


for any bounded continuous function f(x). 
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To prove, now, that p satisfies the continuity condition, let {p,} be a 
sequence of elements in ® which converges to an element go, and let 
4, be the measure corresponding to gy, m = 0, 1, .... Then for any real 
value of A we have 


Lidgn) = |e dyn,(x), 2 = 0,1, .. 


(cf. formula (4)). Since in view of the continuity of L(y) we have lim, ,.. 
LiAgpn) = L(Ag,y), then for any A 


lim | e?*” du,(x) = | e#* du,(x). 
pores Bol, 


But this, as we said, implies that the measures .,,, » = 1, 2, ... converge 
weakly to wo. Thus the measure » which we have constructed on the 
cylinder sets of ®’ satisfies the continuity condition (cf. Section 1.4), 
which concludes the proof of the theorem. 

If @ is a nuclear space, then by Theorem 3 of Section 2, any cylinder 
set measure in ®’ which satisfies the continuity condition is countably 
additive. We therefore have the following assertion. 


Theorem 2. Any continuous? positive-definite functional L(y) on 
a nuclear space ®, such that L(0) = 1, is the Fourier transform of a 
countably additive positive normalized measure in ®’. 

This theorem is simply Bochner’s theorem for nuclear spaces. 


5. Quasi-Invariant Measures in Linear Topological Spaces 
5.1. Invaiiant and Quasi-Invariant Measures in Finite-Dimensional Spaces 


In this section we will consider questions connected with the trans- 
formation of measures in linear topological spaces by parallel displace- 
ment. By the term “‘measure” we mean a posSitive countably additive 
measure (X) on the Borel sets in a conjugate space ©’, which is regular 
in the sense of Caratheodory, and such that the entire space is a countable 
union of sets of finite measure (this last property is called the o-finiteness 


of 1). 


+ Since a nuclear space has a metric topology (cf. footnote on p. 57), continuity and 
sequential continuity are equivalent. 
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We start by considering measures in finite-dimensional linear spaces. 
In a finite-dimensional linear space R,, there exists Lebesgue measure 
fo(X) which is invariant under any parallel displacement in R,. In 
other words, the measure p(X) is such that p(X) = p(y + X) for 
all vectors y and measurable sets X in R,. The property of invariance 
under parallel displacement is characteristic for Lebesgue measures— 
any two measures which are invariant under all parallel displacements 
are identical up to a constant factor. 

Let us now consider measures which are equivalent to Lebesgue 
measure. We say that two measures py and » are equivalent, if they have 
the same family of null sets (ie., if u(X) = 0 implies »(X) = 0 and 
conversely). A description of all measures equivalent to Lebesgue 
measure is given by the following theorem. 


Theorem 1. Any measure p» in R,, which is equivalent to Lebesgue 
measure has the form 


MX) = ffl) de, 


where f(x) is a strictly positive function which is summable over every 
bounded set in R,,. 


Proof. Since po(X) = 0 implies u(X) = 0, by the Radon—Nikodym 
theorem! there exists a finite-valued nonnegative measurable function 


f(x) such that 
MX) = | fle) ds (1) 


for all measurable sets X in R,,. Let X, denote the set of points at which 
f(x) = 0. Obviously 


w(Xo) = | flx) dx = 0; 


Xo 


since « and py are by hypothesis equivalent, n,(X) = 0. Consequently 
f(x) is almost everywhere positive. Since f(x) can be altered on a set of 


''The Radon-Nikodym theorem says the following: 
Suppose that » and v are measures such that p(X) - 0 for all sets XYof v-measure zero, 
Then there exists a finite-valued nonnegative measurable function f(x) such that 


wX) - | f(x) d(x) 
POX, 


for all measurable sets X. The function f(x) is defined up to a set of v-measure zero. 
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Lebesgue measure zero without affecting (1), we can suppose that it is 
positive everywhere. 

Lastly, we show that f(x) is summable over any bounded set. Since 
p and py are equivalent and the Lebesgue measure of a point xe R, 
is zero, then yu({x}) = O for all x e R,. But since we assumed that p is 
regular in the sense of Caratheodory, for every x € R,, there is an open 
set V(x) containing x whose u-measure is finite. Since any closed bounded 
set X in R, can be covered by a finite number of the V(x) (and hence any 
bounded set can), the »-measure of any bounded set is finite. 

We remark that the Lebesgue measure yy is expressible in terms of 
uw by the formula 


faye) 
bo X) = { rit 


As a matter of fact, if ~ and v are measures equivalent to Lebesgue 
measure, then they are mutually equivalent, and considerations similar 
to those used in the proof of the preceding theorem show that we have 


AX) = | fale) dul, 


where f,,,(x) is summable (relative to 4) over every bounded set and is 
positive for all x. 
Measures px. which are equivalent to Lebesgue measure have the 
following weakened property of invariance under parallel displacement. 
If aset X has u-measure zero, then every translate of X has u.-measure 
zero. Indeed, from the invariance of Lebesgue measure and the definition 
of equivalence we have the chain of implications 


WX) = 0 = p(X) = 0 = wo(y +X) = 0 = ply t+ X)= 0. 


A measure which has the property that u(X) = 0 implies p(y + X) 
= 0 for all y will be called quasi-invariant (relative to parallel displace- 
ment = translation). We have therefore proven that all measures which 
are equivalent to Lebesgue measure are quasi-invariant. 

The converse is also true. 


Theorem 2. If a measure yz is quasi-invariant, then it is equivalent 
to Lebesgue measure. 
First we prove the following lemma. 
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Lemma 1. If a measure pu is quaSi-invariant, then the p-measure 
of any bounded set is finite. 


Proof. The quasi-invariance of « implies that the ~-measure of each 
point xe R, is zero. Indeed, if for some xy one had p({x,}) > 0, then 
this would imply »({x}) > 0 for all x. Thus any set containing a non- 
denumerable number of points would contain an infinite number of 
points whose measures all exceed some fixed positive constant, and 
therefore the set would have infinite measure. But this clearly contradicts 
the o-finiteness of u. Now the regularity of » implies that for every 
x € R, there is an open set V(x) containing x which has finite »-measure. 
Since any closed bounded set (and therefore any bounded set) can be 
covered by finitely many of the V(x), the ~-measure of such a Set is 
finite. 


Proof of Theorem. Suppose that » is quasi-invariant. Clearly if X is 
bounded, then p(y + X) is finite for all y. As for its measurability as a 
function of y, this follows at once from 


wy +X) = fo xe — 9) dale, 2) 


where y is the characteristic function of X. Further, if Y is a bounded 
set, then we can obviously find a bounded measurable set Z such that 
(y + X)C Z for all ye Y; hence p(y + X) < w(Z) < © forallye Y. 
Now suppose that u(X) > 0, po(X) = 0, and po( Y) > 0. Then by the 
quasi-invariance of « we have p(y + X) > 0 for all y. Then 


O< { wy + X)dy = { i x(x — 9) dy(x)| dy 3 
Y aia ) 


=f [f x — 9) &] ante), 
where Fubini’s theorem is applicable bécause our definition of quasi- 
invariance includes the assumption of o-finiteness. But 


f x0 9) dy = mol Vn — X)) < pole X) = 0 (4) 


for every x, Since p(x —- X) = o(X) = 0. But then the right side of (3) 
vanishes, which is a contradiction. 
Thus, we have shown that any bounded set’ of Lebesgue measure 


t The use of bounded sets and Lemma ] in order to avoid the consideration of sets 
having (possibly) infinite »-measure appears unnecessary, as Fubini’s theorem for non- 
negative functions is valid without any summability restrictions. 
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zero haS y-measure zero. Since any set of Lebesgue measure zero can 
be written as a countable union of bounded sets of Lebesgue measure 
zero, then u(.X) = 0 for all sets X of Lebesgue measure zero. To show 
the converse, suppose that jg(Xo) > 0 but u(X_) = 0. Let {x,} be an 
everywhere dense sequence of points in R,, and define Z as the union 


Z= YU (x_ + Xo). (5) 


It is not hard to show? that o(R, — Z) = u(Z,) = 0. But 


wR) = whZ) + WZ) < o(Z) + > wee + X)- (6) 
kal 


Since u(X,) = 0 and yp is quasi-invariant, then u(x, + X») = 0 for all 
k. Furthermore, as we saw above, po(Z,) = 0 implies u(Z,) = 0. 
Therefore »(R,,) = 0. Thus p is either equivalent to Lebesgue measure 
or else vanishes identically. 

We have thus proven that the class of quasi-invariant measures in 
R,, coincides with the class of measures equivalent to Lebesgue measure. 
Therefore, all quasi-invariant measures in R, are equivalent to one 
another. 


5.2. Quasi-Invariant Measures in Linear Topological Spaces 


Let us now consider measures in infinite-dimensional linear topologi- 
cal spaces. The definition of a quasi-invariant measure can be carried 
over formally to this case, by calling a measure in a linear topological 
space quasi-invariant if parallel displacement takes sets of measure 
zero into sets of measure zero. However, this formal extension is un- 
successful, owing to the fact that for the most important classes of 
infinite-dimensional spaces there are no nonzero measures which are 
quasi-invariant in the sense indicated. 


t Indeed, if uo(X5) > 0, then by the theory of differentiation we can find, for any 
e > 0, a sequence {J,} of cubes whose diameters tend to zero and such that 


Bol Jy O Xo) > (1 — ©) poli). 


Let J and I’ be fixed cubes such that J lies in the interior of J’. Clearly the family 
= {x, + J,} of cubes covers J in the sense of Vitali, and so by Vitali’s covering theorem 
there exists a sequence {J,} of disjoint cubes from { such that po(J — UF) = QO, 
and in addition the J, can be chosen so that they lie in 7’. But this implies that 4,(J — Z) < 
€u,(Z’), where Z is defined by (5). Since ¢ is arbitrary, yo(J-— Z) = 0, and since J is 
an arbitrary cube, it follows that uo(R,— Z) = 0. 
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Let us consider measures p in the conjugate space ®’ of a countably 
normed space ©. We show that if the spaces ®,and ©@,,,, are different 
for every n, where © = M,,_, @,, then there exists no quasi-invariant 
measure in ©’. Indeed, ®’ is the union of the subspaces ®, conjugate 
to the @,, ®’ = U__, ®, where | C &C.... Therefore 


w(O’) = lim p(®;), 


as the ®, are Borel sets in ©’ for which p» is therefore defined (cf. the 
opening remarks in Section 2.2). Since by hypothesis »(®’) # 0, there 
is an m such that (®,) 4 0. Since ©, and @,,,, are different from one 
another, then ®,, and ©’ differ from each other. We decompose @’ into 
cosets with respect to ®,,. Each of these cosets is obtained by a parallel 
displacement of ®,, which has nonzero measure, and so by the quasi- 
invariance of » these cosets have nonzero measures. Since the family 
of all these cosets has the power of the continuum, we arrive at a contra- 
diction with the o-finiteness of p. 

This assertion holds also for the conjugate space ®’ of any normed 
space having a countable everywhere dense set. In particular, there 
exists No quasi-invariant measure in a Hilbert space (cf. Section 5.3). 

As in many similar cases, the difficulties which arise are successfully 
overcome by considering rigged Hilbert spaces. Thus, let BC HC@’ 
be a rigged Hilbert space, i.e., a nuclear space ® in which there is given 
a scalar product (9, #) (as in Section 4 of Chapter 1, H denotes the 
completion of © in the norm || » || = V/(9, ¢)). With each element ¢ ¢ @ 
we associate a functional F, on ®, defined by (F,, ~) = (y, #4). We 


y 
obtain thereby an (antilinear) imbedding 4—F, of © into ®’. It is 


obvious that the functionals of the form F,,, yb € @: axe everywhere dense 
in @’, 

We will say that a measure p in ®’ is quast-invariant, if p(F, + X) =0 
for every element 4¢@ and every set X such that u(X) = 0. Thus, 
we eliminate the requirement that every translation carries sets of 
measure zero into sets of measure zero, requiring that this be true only 
for translations by the elements F,,, ys € ®. 

We remark that since the elements of the form F, are everywhere 
dense in ®’, then the translations by elements F are “‘sufficiently 
numerous.’ This means that if @'/¥° = R is a finite-dimensional 
factor space, then any translation in R can be induced by a translation 
in ®' corresponding to some element F,, where 4 ¢@. This assertion 
follows from the fact that the map of @ into R is everywhere dense in R, 
which, in view of the finite dimensionality of R, means that it coincides 
with R. 
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We will prove that there exist quasi-invariant measures in the 
conjugate spaces of nuclear spaces (here, of course, quasi-invariance 
is understood in the sense just indicated). That is, we will show that 
if an imbedding of ® into ®’ is defined by a continuous Hermitean 
functional B(y, #), then the Gaussian measure defined by this functional 
is quaSi-invariant. 

In other words, we will prove the following theorem. 


Theorem 3. Let B(g,%) be a nondegenerate positive-definite 
Hermitean functional, continuous in each argument, on a nuclear space 
®, and let » be the Gaussian measure in ®’ defined by B(g, ). If X is a 
set in ©’ such that p(X) = 0, and ¢ is any element of ®, then p(F, + X) 
= 0, where F, denotes the functional on @ defined by (F,.~) = B(q, ¥). 

The proof of this theorem is based upon the following lemma. 


Lemma 2. Let » be the Gaussian measure in the conjugate space 
@’ of anuclear (complex) countably Hilbert space defined by a continuous 
(in each variable) nondegenerate Hermitean functional B(g, ). If the 
base A of a cylinder set Z in @’ lies in the projection of the ball || F’\|_,, 
< R in the factor space @'/¥°, where ¥Y° is the generating subspace of 
Z, then for any ye ¥ we have 


Z Rliyil 
ee < eR in (7) 


Proof. By the definition of a Gaussian measure we have? 
WI) Soa [ expl 4B AE FY) dF 
(20)” a QAP YNA 9 ba 
and 


l af ‘ 
MEy +Z)= aoe |. expl-3Bul FF] doh 


Fyt 
{ expl-4B(F — F,,F — Fy) def, 
A 


(Qa) 


where B,(F,, Fy) is the functional on 6'/¥ defined by B(g, ), and 


2 For hrevity of notation we denote by F the coset with respect to ¥® containing the 
element F € @’, and by F', + A the projection into $'/¥° of the cylinder set F, 4- Z. 
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d,F is the Lebesgue measure in ©'/¥Y° corresponding to the scalar 
product B,(F\, F,). Therefore 


HE + 2) guy OO -BB HP — FP — FN 
WZ) exp[-4B,(F, F)] 


== sup exp[By(F, F,) — 3By(F,, F,)] < sup exp[ByAF, F,)] 


From the definition of the functional B,(F,, Fy) (cf. Section 3.2) it 
follows that 


BAF, F,) =a (F, p) 


for any F in ®'/¥°, where (F, %) denotes the value of the functional 
F for the element ys. If F ¢ A, then by hypothesis one can choose F in F 
so that || F||_,, < R. Then 


Therefore : ; 
pF, + Z) 
p(Z) 


< eRilvlln 


which proves the lemma. 


Proof of the Theorem. Let X be a set of y-measure zero, and let 
ys be any element in ®. We have to show that the set F,, + X, the translate 
of X by the element F, , also has zero u-measure. To do this, it suffices 
to show that p(F, + X) < «for any e > 0. 

Thus, let « > 0. Since pu is countably additive and @’ is the union of 
balls || F'\|_,, < R, one can find # and R such that p(®’ — S) < $e, 
where S is the ball || F ||_, < R, and F,¢ @®,. Let X, = XN Sj, where 
S, is the ball || Fiji, <R+ || Fy \l_,, and X, = X — X,. Obviously 
the set F, + X, lies in the complement of S, and therefore 


uF, ar X») < 3e. 


Let us show that also u(F, + X,) < $e. Indeed, since u(X,) = 0, 
it can be covered by a countable union U;_; Z, of cylinder sets such 
that 


Ms 


w(Z,) < de exp[—(R + [Fy ln ¥ lind 


= 
f 


1 


Since X, CS, the cylinder sets Z,, 1 < Rk < ©, can be chosen so that 
their bases A, lie respectively in the projection of the ball S, in 6'/¥? 
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(YF denotes the generating subspace of Z,). We may suppose without 
loss of generality that 4 ¢ Y, for all k. Since the A, lie in the projection 
of the ball S, = {|| F||_, <R+ || F,|\_,}, then by Lemma 2 


WF, + Z,) < exp[(R + IF, ien)ll # lde(Zx) 
and therefore 


WF, +X) <> oF, + 2) 
kel 


ice] 


< exp[(R + || Fy len)! #lln] >, (Zi) < $e. 


k=1 


Thus p(F, + X,) < $e. But this means that 
Cty, opener ( ee reer (a 2 ee 


which proves the theorem. 

Thus, Gaussian measures in the conjugate space ®’ of a nuclear 
space @ are quasi-invariant. One can say that to every continuous positive- 
definite nondegenerate Hermitean functional on ® there corresponds 
a quasi-invariant measure. If @ is infinite dimensional, then there exist 
infinitely many pairwise inequivalent quasi-invariant measures in ©’ 
(recall that in a finite-dimensional space all quasi-invariant measures are 
equivalent to one another). 

In fact, let By(p, #) and B,(¢, ys) be positive-definite continuous non- 
degenerate Hermitean functionals on a nuclear space ®, and let p, and 
2 be the Gaussian measures in ®’ defined by these functionals. Assume 
that B,(¢, ¥) is bounded relative to the scalar product defined by B, (9,3), 
ie., that there exists M > 0 such that the inequality 


| B.(y, v)| < M| By, )| 


holds for all pe @®. Then B,(¢, %) defines a positive-definite bounded 
linear operator A in the space H (the completion of @ relative to the 
norm || || = VB,(9, ¢)) defined by 


B(Ap, $) = Bay. #). (8) 


The following assertion holds: If the operator A defined by (8) has a 
discrete spectrum, and the series Y,_1 A, consisting of the eigenvalues 
of A converges, then yz, and p, are inequivalent. 

The proof of this assertion is based upon Lemmas 2 and 3 of Section 
3. Namely, consider the ball S in © defined by B,(9, ») < R® and 
denote the map of S in ®’ by S’. It is easy to show, using Lemma 3 
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of Section 3, that y,(.S’) = 0. At the same time, if Xp. Ag Converges, 
then using the estimates from Lemma 2 of Section 3, one can show 
that for R sufficiently large y.(.S’) 4 0. This shows that p, and py are 
inequivalent.* 

Using these statements, it is not difficult to construct an infinite set 
of pairwise inequivalent quasi-invariant measures in ®’. To do this, 
it suffices to consider an infinite sequence B,(q, #), Bo(y, #), ... of 
positive-definite Hermitean functionals on © such that the operator 
A,, defined by 

| B,( Ang, b) = Baily, ); 


has a discrete spectrum, and the series consisting of its eigenvalues 
converges. 

It would be very interesting to give a complete description of all 
quasi-invariant measures in nuclear spaces. 


5.3. Quasi-Invariant Measures in Complete Metric Spaces 


In the previous paragraph it was shown that under very general condi- 
tions there exist no measures in the conjugate spaces of countably 
normed spaces which are quasi-invariant relative to all translations. 
We now prove a similar result for complete linear metric spaces. 


Theorem 4. Let A be a complete metric linear space containing 
a countable everywhere dense set, and such that the absolutely convex 
hull of any compact set? X in A is nowhere dense in A. Then the only 
quasi-invariant (under all translations) measure on A is the identically 
zero measure. 


Proof. First we show that if there is no normalized quasi-invariant 
measure (i.e€., a qQuasi-invariant measure such that p(A) = 1), then 
the only quasi-invariant measure in A is identically zero. Indeed, let 
» be a quasi-invariant measure in /. Since p is o-finite (recall that we 
are only considering such measures), A can be written at a countable 
union of disjoint sets A), .1,, ... having finite positive 4-measure. Let 
f(x) be defined on A by f(x) = 1/2*p(.1,) if xe A,, and set 


AX) = | fle) date). (9) 


* One can show that if the product ITf, 4, converges, then », and p, are equivalent. 
In this case A is the sum of the identity operator and a nuclear operator. 

4 By the absolutely convex hull of a set X we mean the set X consisting of all linear 
combinations of the form a,x, +... + @nX%n, where x,€ X, 1 <k <n, and 


[@y 1 Pee Tae | 1. 
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Since 


WA) = > oA.) = > a = 1, 
k=l k=1 

then v is a normalized measure in A. From the quasi-invariance of p 
it follows easily that v is also quasi-invariant. But by hypothesis there 
is no quasi-invariant normalized measure on A. Consequently u(A) = 0. 

Thus, our problem has been reduced to proving that there are no 
normalized quasi-invariant measures in J. Suppose that yp is a countably 
additive measure in A such that »(A) = 1. We show that for any n 
there is a compact set X, in A such that u(X,) > 1 — n!. Indeed, 
choose a countable everywhere dense set x,, x2, ... in A and consider 
the closed balls S,., with centers at x, and radii p~!. Since for any fixed 
p the balls S,,,, S.,, ... cover A (since the set {x,} is everywhere dense), 
in view of the countable additivity of y there is a number A(p) such 
that the measure of the set 

k(p) 


My = U Sin 


is not less than | — (1/2?n). Let X, = ae Xnpy, we show that X, 
is the desired set. Indeed, it is obvious that 


< — | 1 
p(A — X,) < 2, H(A — X,,) < 2, in =, (10) 
from which it follows that (X,) > 1 — n—!. Further, for any p the set 
X,, 1s covered by the finite set of balls S,,, ..., Syip), of radius pul. 
Finally, X,, is closed because each of the S,.,, is closed and consequently 
Xp »» aS the union of finitely many of the S,,, is closed. But in a complete 
metric space any closed set Z which can be covered by a finite number 
of balls of any preassigned radius is compact. Consequently X,, is 
compact. 
Now let X = U,_, X,. From the relation pe(X,) Sl — nn it 
follows that u(X) = 1. But then the (nonclosed) linear span X of X 
has measure |.°t+ Let us show that the set X does not coincide with the 


5 The proof of this assertion is carried out in the same way as the proof of the compact- 
ness of a closed bounded set in a finite-dimensional space, with the sole difference that 
the coverings of Z by balls of arbitrarily small radius play the role of the partitions. 

8 By the linear span X of a set_X we mean the set consisting of all finite linear combina- 
tions Ayx, + ... -+ AnXn Of elements of X. : 

t We remark that the question of the measurability or nonmeasurability of X is incon- 
sequential to the proof, and can be avoided in various ways, of which perhaps the simplest 
is to observe that in the very last step of the proof X can be replaced by X. 
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entire space A. To do this, consider the compact sets Y, = U;,_, X,, 
and let Y, denote the absolutely convex hull of Y,. By the conditions 
of the theorem, the sets Y, are nowhere dense in A. Therefore the sets 
kY,, consisting of all elements of the form ky, y ¢ Y,,, are also nowhere 
dense in A. Since a complete metric space cannot be written as a count- 
able union of, nowhere dense sets (cf. Chapter I, Section 1.1), the union 
Y =: U,., UU), RY, does not coincide with A. But X CY, since if 
xeX, then x = Ax, +... + A,*,, where se € Xj), and therefore 

xe ae where nm = max,. ;. , m(j) and k > &,_,| A, |. This proves that 
the set X, having measure 1, does not coincide with A. 

Now let y be any element in A which does not lie in X. Since X is 
linear, then X and y + X are disjoint. Since therefore y + X lies in 
the complement of X and y(X) = 1, then p(y + X) = 0. It follows 
that » is not quasi-invariant. 

We now show that it follows from this theorem that there exist no 
quasi-invariant measures in infinite-dimensional complete normed 
spaces having countable everywhere dense sets. In fact, we have to show 
only that in such spaces the absolutely convex hull of any compact set 
is nowhere dense. Let X be a compact set in A, and S(x,, 7) the ball 
in A with radius 7 and center at x9. Since X is compact, it can be covered 
by a finite number of balls S(x,, $7), 1 < Rk <n, of radius $7. Therefore 
its absolutely convex hull X lies in the absolutely convex hull S of the 
set S = Uz, S(x,, $7). Any element ye S can be represented in the 


form 
A ace A(x, + 4) a pe A(X ae Vn)s 


where {[A,{/ +...+/A,{| <1 and | y; || <$7,2 = 1,...,”. But all 
elements A,x, + ... + A,x, lie in the subspace V spanned by x, ..., x,; 


and 
WAVY + oe F Anda Il < ar(| Ay| + + | An!) < 37 


Therefore every element in S can be written in the form y = v + 2, 
where ve V and || 2|| < $r. | 

To show that the closure of S does not contain the ball S(xo, 7), it 
suffices to find an element y, € S(O, 7) which cannot be represented in 
the form y, = v — xy + 2, whereve Vand|| z|| < $7. But the existence 
of such an element follows directly from the finite dimensionality of V 
and the infinite dimensionality of A.t By Theorem 4 this implies the 


t This result is usually stated as a theorem for the case r = 1, from which the result 
for arbitrary r > 0 is a trivial consequence. The statement is the following. If Y is a 
closed subspace of a normed linear space A and Y + A, then for any e€ > 0 there exists 
an element x € A such that || x || = 1 and || y — x || > 1 — e for all y € Y. In our case 
Y is the linear space spanned by x9, ..., Xn- 
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nonexistence in A of quasi-invariant measures. In the same way one 
can prove the nonexistence of quasi-invariant measures in any complete 
countably normed space having a countable everywhere dense set. 


5.4. Nuclear Lie Groups and Their Unitary Representations. 
The Commutation Relations of the Quantum Theory of Fields 


The quasi-invariant measures which we have constructed in Section 
5.2 find applications in the theory of infinite-dimensional Lie groups. 
Let G be some (topological) group. We will call G a nuclear Lie group, 
if there exists a neighborhood of the unit element in G which is homeo- 
morphic to a neighborhood of zero in a countably Hilbert nuclear space 
®. As a rule, nuclear Lie groups are considered for which © is a rigged 
Hilbert space, i.e., such that a scalar product (9, #) is defined in ®. 
Every nuclear space ® can be looked upon as a commutative nuclear 
Lie group. 

Let us present a Somewhat more complicated example of a nuclear 
Lie group. Suppose that ®C HC@’ is a rigged Hilbert space. The 
elements of the group Gy will be all triples g = (9, 4; a), where » and 
ys are elements of ®, and a is a complex number of unit modulus. We 
introduce a multiplication in Go, setting 


£182 = (Pri 413 %)( Pa, Yo} %) 


. (11) 
= (G1 + ar Pr + Yo} ef 'P2¥ x) ag) 


((g, ¥) 1s the scalar product in ®). 

This group is connected with the commutation relations of the quan- 
tum theory of fields. In quantum mechanics a system having one degree 
of freedom is studied by means of operators p and q which are connected 
by the commutation relation 


pq —qp = 1. 


This commutation relation is the commutation relation for the operators 
of the Lie group G whose elements are triples of numbers (x, y, a), 
a #0, and multiplication is defined by 


(X15 Vay %)(X2, Vo, We) == (%1 + XQ, Vy + Voy CM2¥ 10X09). (12) 


In the same way, the consideration of a system with n degrees of freedom 
leads to the system of commutation relations 


PGi —- GP; = 1, Lleyn. (13) 
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These are the commutation relations for the operators of the Lie group 
G whose elements have the form (x, y, «), where « and y are vectors in 
n-dimensional space, and multiplication is defined by (12), the sole 
difference being that instead of x.y, one has to take the scalar product 
(xg, 1). Finally, the consideration of quantized fields (systems with 
an infinite number of degrees of freedom) leads to an infinite system 
of commutation relations of the form (13). It is natural to regard these 
relations as the commutation relations of the nuclear Lie group Gp». 

We will consider here unitary representations of the groups ® and 
Gy. By a unitary representation of any group G we mean a continuous 
operator-valued function U(g) defined on G, whose values are unitary 
operators in a Hilbert space 5, such that 


U(g,82) = U(g,)U(g2) 


for any two elements g,, g.¢ G. A unitary representation U/(g) is called 
cyclic, if there exists a vector h € h such that the smallest closed subspace 
in § which contains all vectors U(g)h, g € G, coincides with . Without 
loss of generality, we may suppose that || A || = 1. The vector h is called 
a cyclic vector for the representation U(g). 

We begin by considering cyclic representations of the group @. In 
other words, we consider continuous operator-valued functions U(g), 
whose values are unitary operators in a Hilbert space 5, and U(, + 92) 
= U(¢,) U(¢2). The fact that the group ® is commutative implies that 
U(¢,) U(y2) = U(ee)U(¢,) for any elements ¢,, p. € ®. Since U(0) = J, 
it follows from the group property and the properties of unitary operators 
that U(—9) = U-Yg) = U*(g). 

With every cyclic unitary representation U(p) of ® we associate a 
functional L(y) on ®, setting 


L(y) = (U(p)A, A), 


where h is some fixed cyclic vector of the representation U(g), and 
(, ), denotes the scalar product in 5. This functional is positive-definite. 
Indeed, for any elements qg,,...,~, 1n ® and any complex numbers 
Qj, .... &, we have 


n n n 


> L(p5 — Px) %jXn = » > (U(p; — @,)A, h) 4X p. 
j=1 k=1 j=1 k=l 


But 
(Ue; — px)A, h), = (U*(,) U(g,)h, h), = (U(@,)h, U(y,)h) ’ 
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and therefore 


n n 


> > L(p; — px)ojOn = > s (U(g;)h, U(q;)h) 1% j2 


j=1 k=] j=1 k=1 


- (p> a U(p)h || > 0 


(| A||, is the norm in 5). 

This proves the positive definiteness of L(g). It is further obvious 
that L(0) = (h, h), = |, and that in view of the continuity of the 
representation U(g), L(y) is continuous. Applying Bochner’s theorem 
in nuclear spaces (cf. Theorem | of Section 4) to L(g), there is a normalized 
countably additive positive measure » in ®’ such that L(g) is its 
Fourier transform, 1.e., 


L(y) = | e*) du(F). (14) 


Just as in the spectral analysis of operators (cf. the appendix to Chapter 
I, Section 4), one can prove that § can be realized as the space L’ of 
functions f(F), defined on ©’ and having square integrable moduli 
with respect to p, in such a way that the operator which corresponds 
by this realization to the operator U(q) is the operator of multiplication 
by el (F.g) 

This realization consists in associating with the vector 


hy = >) AU(p,)h (15) 
k=1 
in b the function 
FAP) = >, Ape hen 16) 
(F) 2 k ( 


on ©’. It follows from (14) that this correspondence is isometric. Since 
h is a cyclic vector, the vectors of the form (15) are everywhere dense in 
h, and therefore this correspondence can be extended to all vectors 
of h. Now the operator U(¢) takes a vector of the form (15) into the 
vector 


Uy = >) Ux + wh, 
k=1 
to which corresponds the function 


n 
> Ape PrPetO) xx etl Fe” > dei Fore, 
hk=1 k=1 
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Consequently, on functions of the form (16) the operator corresponding 

to U(¢) is the operator of multiplication by e“'”"*), But it is easy to prove 

that these functions are everywhere dense in L*. Therefore the operator 

in L® corresponding to U(@) is the operator of multiplication by e??), 
Thus we have proven the following theorem. 


Theorem 5. Let U(y) be a unitary cyclic representation of the 
group ®, and let he} be a cyclic vector for this representation. Then 
there exists a normalized countably additive positive measure p in @' 
such that 


L(y) = (U(p)h, h) = | et dulF), (17) 


The space § can be realized as the space L? of functions f(F) on ©’ having 
square integrable moduli with respect to u~, in such a way that the 
operator corresponding by this realization to U(g) is the operator of 
multiplication by e**). 

If one chooses a vector A, € § different from h (in general, h, will not 
be cyclic), then to A, also there corresponds a positive-definite continuous 
functional L,(y), defined by 


L,(y) = (Ue), ty). 


The functional Z,(py) is the Fourier transform of a positive measure 
pe, in @': 
L(g) = fe day(F), (18) 


The measures pz, and p are connected by the relation 


du,(F) = | f(F)P dp(F), (19) 


where f(F) is the function which corresponds by Theorem 5 to the 
vector A,. Indeed, since to the operator U(g) there corresponds the 
operator of multiplication by e‘*”) in L%, and the correspondence 
between § and L* is isometric, then 


Ly(g) = (Ulphas hy) = | et fF)P dl). 


Comparing this with (18), we conclude that (19) holds. 

It follows from (19) that if 4(X) = 0, then p,(X) = 0. If h, is also a 
cyclic vector, then the converse is true. Thus the measures corresponding 
to different cyclic vectors in ) are equivalent to one another. 

Finally, we remark that given a normalized measure p in ®’, there 
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exists a unitary representation U(g) of ® and a vector h in the space 
of the representation such that 


(U(g)h, h) = | ef du). 


Indeed, denote by L* the space of all functions f(F) on ©’ having square 
integrable moduli with respect to ~, and associate with each » € @ the 
operator U(g) in L* which takes any function f(F) into the function e"-”) 
J(F). Obviously U(¢) is the desired representation. 

Let us consider unitary representations of ® which are not cyclic. 
In this case there is a finite or countable set {u,,} of measures in ®’ such 
that h is the direct orthogonal sum of the spaces L* , and to the operator 
U(g) there corresponds in each of the L?_ the operator of multiplication 
by e"-), From this it follows that can be realized as a direct integral 


of Hilbert spaces 
b= | OH) dF) 
as 


in such a way that to the operator U(p) there corresponds the operator 
of multiplication by e'””). We shall not carry out the details of the 
corresponding arguments. 

We now turn to unitary representations of the group Gp. Recall that 
this group consists of elements.of the form (, %; a), where and ¢ are 
vectors in a nuclear space ® in which is defined a scalar product (gq, #), 
and « is a complex number of modulus |. Multiplication in G, is defined 
by 

(prs H15 %)(Pas Pos %) = (G1 + Pas Pr + Yg3 eM PVorycve). (20) 


Consider the set ®, in G, consisting of all elements of the form 


(y, 0; 1). Since 
(gis 93 1)(P2, 05 1) = (Gi + P20; 1), 


then this set of elements forms a subgroup in G, which is isomorphic 
to the group @. In the same way, the elements of the form (0, %; 1) 
form a subgroup ¥, in G, which also is isomorphic to ®. Finally, the 
elements of the form (0, 0; «) form a subgroup A in Gy which i8 iso- 
morphic to the multiplicative group T of complex numbers of modulus 
l. 

Let U(g) be a unitary representation of the group Gy. Restricting 
U(g) to the subgroup ®,, we obtain a unitary representation U(9) of the 
group ®. In the same way, the restriction of U(g) to Y, yields another 
unitary representation V(s) of ® (we denote by V(x) the operator U(g) 
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corresponding to g of the form (0, #; 1)). Finally, the restriction of U(g) 
to the subgroup A is a unitary representation W(a) of the group T. 
Since any element g = (¢, #; «) in Gy can be written as a product 


(p, $x) = (e, 0; 1)(0, ¥; 1)(0, 0; a) (21) 


of elements of the subgroups ®,, Y,, and A, then the operator U(g) 
corresponding to g can be written in the form 


U(g) = Ue) Vp) W(a). 


Therefore to define U(g) it suffices to specify the representations 
U(¢), V(x), and W(«). 

For simplicity we restrict ourselves to the case where the representa- 
tion W(x) of T has the form W(«) = a, and the representation U(g) 
is cyclic (the general case can easily be reduced to this case). We show 
that in this case a complete description of all representations of Gy 
reduces to the description of all pairs (U(y), V()) of representations 
of the group ®, satisfying the commutation relations 


V(p)U(y) = eM U(e) VY). (22) 


Indeed, let U(g) be a unitary representation of Gy. It follows from (20) 
that ' 
(0, 4; 1)(p, 0; 1) = (@, 0; 1)(0, ; 1)(0, 0; e). (23) 


Since we have assumed that W(«) = a, the proof of (22) follows directly 
from (23). 

Conversely, if the unitary representations U(p) and V(z) satisfy the 
commutation relations (22), then, taking 


U(g) = ale) VY) 


for g = (y, %; «), we obtain a unitary representation of G). Indeed, if 
&1 = (pp %13 %) and go = (Hg, He} ag), then 
U(g1) U(e2) = %1%U (91) V1) U(p2) Vo) 
== ENG PV 044 oto U (qr) U (pa) V (hy) V(b) 
== eFavPayaoU (py + pe) V (1 + be) = U(eyg0). 


We now turn to the description of all pairs (U(¢), V(s)) of representa- 
tions of the group ® which satisfy the commutation relations (22). 
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Since we are considering only the case in which U(g) is cyclic, by Theorem 
5 there exists a normalized measure p» in ®’ such that 


(U(p)h, h) = | et dulF) 


for all pe @ (h is a fixed cyclic vector of the representation U/(¢)). 
The space ) of the representation can be realized as the space L* of 
functions f(F’) on ®’ having square integrable moduli with respect to 
yw, and to the operator U(p) there corresponds in Li the operator of 
multiplication by e("”. 

We now prove that for this representation U(p) the operators V(#) 
are given (in the space L*) by 


VEE) = a (PYF + y), (24) 


where a,(F) = V(b)fi(F), fo(F) = 1, and F, is the linear functional on 
® defined by (F,, ») = (9, #). Indeed, since the operator in L? correspond- 
ing to U(g) is that of multiplication by e“*-, any function of the form 


k=1 
can be written in the form 


f() = > AUSF). 


Consequently, in view of the commutation relations we have 
VWF) = > XVHU@MAF) 
k=l 
= DF) re expli(pas YU) VfolF) 
k=l 


= y3 de xpLi(par ¥)] expLi(F, p,)]4,(F). 


Since exp [2(p,, %)] = exp [2(F,, y,)], this relation can be written in 
the form 


VWF) = a,(F) > Ap expli(F + F,, ,)] = a,(FY(F + F,). 
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As the functions of the form (25) are everywhere dense in L?, the 
relation 


Vp) = a, YF + Fy) (26) 


holds for all functions f(F) in L%. 
The functions a,(F) satisfy the functional equation 


ay, ry) ie a, (F)a,,( F,,)- (27) 
Indeed, in view of (26) 
Oy, sy AF) = Vidi + b2)foF) = Vi) V2) folF) 
— V(t,)a,,(F) = a, (F)a,,(F + F,): 
We have found the realizations of U(y) and V(s) in L?. Let us now 
show that the measure p, corresponding to the representation U(g), 


is quasi-invariant (in ©’). To do this, we note that from the unitarity 
of V(x) it follows that 


(ffi = Vos VM 


for every fe L”. This can be written as 
| AEP duh) = | fF +F,)Pi a (FP apt). 
Replacing the variable F by F + F, in the left side, we obtain 
[ifP +P) Pae +P) = | E+E a (Pd). (28) 
Since (28) holds for all functions f(F)¢L?, then 


dy(F) = duF + F,) = | a,(F) du(F). (29) 


Thus, under translation by the vector F,, corresponding to the element 
us € ®, the measure pz is taken into the measure p,, defined by 


w(X) = J LaF) dale), 
Obviously p,(X) = 0 if w(X) == 0. But this means that yp is quasi- 


invariant. 
We have thus proven the following theorem. 
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Theorem 6. Suppose that U(g) is a unitary representation of the 
group Gy, in a Hilbert space H, which induces a cyclic (unitary) re- 
presentation of the subgroup ®, of G, consisting of all elements of the 
form (gp, 0; 1), and the representation W(«) = a of the subgroup of Gy 
consisting of all elements of the form (0, 0; «). Then there exists a 
quasi-invariant measure (in the sense of the definition on p. 355) u 
in ®’ such that 


(U(p)h, h) = | &* du(F), 


where is an element of the subgroup @,, and h is a cyclic vector of the 
representation U(p). The Hilbert space H can be realized as the space 
L* of functions on ©’ which have square integrable moduli with respect 
to yw, in such a way that U(@) is the operator of multiplication by e"™, 
and V(is) is given by 


Vib) fF) = a (PF + F,), 


where the a,(F) are functions on @’ satisfying the functional equation 
Ayiylh) = a (F)a,(F + F,,)s 


and F’, is the element of ®’ such that (F,, ») = (9, #). 
Under translation by the vector F, ¢ ®’, the measure » transforms 
according to 


HX) = [| a (P)P dul. 
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Chapter |, Section 1 


Theorem | is due to I. M. Gel’fand (15), who also proved Theorem 
2, which is published here for the first time. The kernel theorem for the 
spaces K and S was proven by L. Schwartz (68), who showed the im- 
portance of this theorem in analysis; for other proofs see A. Grothen- 
dieck (22) and L. Ehrenpreis (11). 


Chapter |, Section 2 


The general form of a norm in a space of matrices was considered 
by J. von Neumann (76). The trace norm for operators in Banach spaces 
has been studied by R. Schatten (62, 63), and also by Schatten and von 
Neumann (64, 65). See also the work of A. F. Ruston (60). The definition 
of a nuclear mapping was given by L. Schwartz (69) and A. Grothen- 
dieck (22). Theorem 6 concerning the trace is due to V. B. Lidskii (45). 


Chapter I, Section 3 


The general definition of nuclear spaces was given by Grothendieck 
(22). A definition of nuclearity, which coincides with that of Grothen- 
dieck in the case of countably normed spaces, was given in connection 
with the theory of eigenelements of self-adjoint operators by I.M. 
Gel’fand and A. G. Kostyuchenko (18). Most of the results of this 
section are due to Grothendieck. Theorem | was proven by D. A. 
Raikov (56). A. S. Dynin (10), using a result of Grothendieck, proved 
Theorem 2. The proof given in the text, which does not rest upon 
Grothendieck’s results, is due to N. Ya. Vilenkin. The nuclearity of the 
space S® was proven by B. S. Mityagin (50). The results of Section 3.7 
are due to B. S. Mityagin (51). Estimates, similar to those used in Section 
3.7, were obtained by V. I. Arnol’d [see reference (35), Section 6). 
The material in Section 3.8, which ties in with Mityagin’s results, is 
due to N. Ya. Vilenkin. The basic ideas, connected with the study of 
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infinite-dimensional spaces by means of estimates of the smallest 
number of elements in the e-sets of compacta, were given by A. N. Kol- 
mogorov (33, 34). These estimates are computed for many concrete 
spaces in the paper of A.N. Kolmogorov and V. M. Tikhomirov (35) 
[see also A. G. Vitushkin (85)]. Some important results concerning 
nuclear spaces are due to Ch. Bessaga and A. Pilchinskii, who proved, 
in particular, that any nuclear space can be imbedded in the space of all 
infinitely differentiable functions (6). 


Chapter |, Section 4 


The concept of a rigged Hilbert space was essentially introduced by 
I. M. Gel’fand and A. G. Kostyuchenko in reference (18) in connection 
with the spectral theory of self-adjoint operators. They proved the 
theorem on the existence of a complete system of generalized eigen- 
vectors for a self-adjoint operator. Yu. M. Berezanskii (1-5) simplified 
the proof somewhat and indicated further applications to the theory of 
partial differential equations and the theory of positive-definite functions. 
See also papers of G. I. Kats (27, 28), L. Garding (13), and K. Maurin 
(46-48). The reader will find further references in Volume III of this 
series [see also the books of A. Friedman (82) and L. Hérmander (84)]. 
In writing Sections 4.3 and 4.4, a refinement of the method of proof 
of I. M. Gel’fand and A. G. Kostyuchenko, due to Maurin and Garding 
(48), was used. Direct integrals of Hilbert spaces were first studied by 
J. von Neumann (77). 


Chapter Il, Section 2 


The theorem giving the general form of a linear functional on a space 
of continuous functions is due to F. Riesz (57). The theorem on the 
general form of positive generalized functions on the space K was 
shown by IL. Schwartz (67). 


Chapter Il, Section 3 


The basic theorem of the theory of continuous positive-definite 
functions (Theorem 2) was proven by S. Bochner (9). Positive-definite 
generalized functions were introduced by L. Schwartz, who proved 
Theorem 3 in reference (67). The proof given here is a new version, 
obtained by simplifying and systematizing Schwartz’s proof. 
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Chapter Il, Section 4 


Conditionally positive-definite functions of one variable have been 
considered in connection with infinitely divisible distribution laws and 
the theory of random processes with stationary increments [see B. V. 
Gnedenko (21) and A. M. Yaglom and M. S. Pinsker (80)]. A number 
of interesting results, relating to this circle of topics, were presented 
in a note of M. G. Krein (40). Conditionally positive-definite functions 
of the first order, of several variables, were considered by A. M. Yaglom 
(79). The general theorem was proven by N. Ya. Vilenkin (cf. Theorem 
2), and is published here for the first time. 


Chapter Il, Section 5 


Continuous evenly positive-definite functions of one variable were 
studied by M. G. Krein (39). Conditions for uniqueness in Krein’s 
theorem were obtained by B. M. Levitan and N. N. Meiman (42, 43). 
See also the work of E. B. Vul (78) and Yu. M. Berezanskii (3, 4). 

For generalized functions, even positive definiteness was studied 
in the paper of I. M. Gel’fand and Sya-do-shin (20) for the case of one 
variable, and by N. Ya. Vilenkin (75) for the case of several variables. 
A substantial generalization of these results was given by A. G. Kostyu- 
chenko and B.S. Mityagin (36). 


Chapter Il, Section 6 


The theorem on the extensions of positive functionals on partially 
ordered linear spaces is due to M. G. Krein (37), who developed an 
idea of M. Riesz (58). A description of evenly positive-definite generalized 
functions of one variable was given in reference (20) by Sya-do-shin, 
to whom is due also the example of the nonuniqueness of the measure. 


Chapter Il, Section 7 


The theorem on positive-definite functionals on commutative normed 
rings was proven by I. M. Gel’fand and M. A. Naimark (19). Positive- 
definite linear functionals on the ring of polynomials of two variables 
have been considered by R. B. Zarkhina (81). For an example of a 
positive polynomial which is not a sum of squares of polynomials, cf. 
D. Hilbert (24). 
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The theorem on the decomposition of entire analytic functions of 
exponential type, which are positive on the real axis, was proven by 
M. G. Krein (38); cf. also B. Ja. Levin (41). 


Chapter III 


The concept of a generalized random process, as well as the basic 
results of this chapter (in particular, the theory of processes with in- 
dependent values at every point), is due to I. M. Gel’fand (16). The 
correlation theory of generalized random processes was constructed 
by K. Ito (25); cf. also the interesting book of S. Bochner (8). Another 
definition of a generalized random process is due to K. Urbanik (73); 
cf, also L. Schwartz (70). The characteristic functional was introduced 
by A. N. Kolmogorov (31), and has been studied by S. Bochner (7). 

Probability distributions in normed spaces have been considered 
by A. N. Kolmogorov (31), Yu. V. Prokhorov (55), and E. Mourier (53). 

Concerning the considerations in Section 4 on infinitely divisible 
random variables, cf. A. Ya. Khinchin (30). Theorem 4 was proven by 
Schoenberg in reference (66) in connection with questions on the 
imbedding of metric spaces in a Hilbert space. 

The theory of generalized random fields, studied in Section 5, was 
constructed by A. M. Yaglom (79). The results on fields with homogene- 
ous nth-order increments are due to N. Ya. Vilenkin; cf. also Ito (26). 


Chapter IV, Section 1 


The definition of a measure by means of the measures of cylinder 
sets was introduced by A. N. Kolmogorov (32). 


Chapter IV, Section 2 


The main result of this section, Theorem 3, was obtained by R. A. 
Minlos (49), proving the validity of an earlier conjecture of I. M. 
Gel’fand (17). Similar questions have been taken up by Yu. V. Prokhorov 
(55) and V. Sazonov (61), who studied probability distributions in 
linear normed spaces, As A. N. Kolmogorov showed, Lemmas 4 and 
4’, which are at the heart of Minlos’ proof, follow from certain estimates 
obtained by Yu. V. Prokhorov. The proof presented in the text is a 
simplification of the proof given by R. A. Minlos. Theorems 2 and 2’ 
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are due to V. D, Erokhin (unpublished). Theorems 5 and 6 were proven 
by N. Ya. Vilenkin. Theorem 7 is due to V. Sazanov (61). 


Chapter IV, Section 3 


The question of conditions for the countable additivity of Gaussian 
measures was considered by V. A. Golubev (unpublished) before the 
general theorem of R. A. Minlos. The necessity of the condition of 
nuclearity of the space for the countable additivity of any cylinder set 
measure in the conjugate space was proven by R. A. Minlos (49). 


Chapter IV, Section 4 


The results of this section follow directly from those of Section 2. 
Generalizations of Bochner’s theorem to Banach space have been treated 
by Yu. V. Prokhorov (55) and V. Sazanov (61). See also the monograph 
of L.. Gross (83). 


Chapter IV, Section 5 


A study of the commutation relations in the quantum theory of 
fields was carried out by Garding and Wightman (14). Similar results 
were obtained in another form by Segal (71). In the form presented 
in the text, these results are due to I. M. Gel’fand and are published 
here for the first time. 

The first series of nontrivial representations of the commutation 
relations were obtained by Friedrichs (12), Van Hove (74), and Haag 
(23). An interesting form of representation of the commutation relations 
is contained in the detailed Princeton dissertation of J. 5S. Lew (44). 

Some results on quasi-invariant measures are contained in papers 


of V. N. Sudakov (72) and B.S. Mityagin (52). 
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orthogonal complement of, 327 


Barreled space, 6 
Barrier sequence, 161 
Basis 
biorthogonal, 43 
unconditional, 42 
Bernstein’s inequality, 218 
Bochner-Schwartz theorem, 157 
Bochner’s theorem, 155 


Commutation relations, 362 
Compactness, 318 
weak, in Hilbert space, 318 
Condition (N), 82, 85 
Convergence 
in Hilbert space (strong and weak), 27 
weak, in countably normed space, 73 
Convergence type of sequence, 98 
Convolution, 23, 140 
of functions from Z, 166 
Correlation functional 
Gaussian process, 249 
random field 
homogeneous, 290 
homogeneous and isotropic, 294 
with homogeneous and isotropic sth- 
order increments, 297 
random process, 247 
with independent values, 287 
with stationary nth-order increments, 
266, 267 
stationary process, 264 
unit process, 260 
Wiener process, 259 


381 


Correlation matrix 
random field 
homogeneous multidimensional, 300 
isotropic multidimensional, 301 
multidimensional, 298 
with homogeneous sth-order_in- 
crements, 300, 301 
vectorial multidimensional, 302 
Cyclic 
operator, 121, 123, 129 
subspace, 130 
vector, 129 


Direct integral of Hilbert spaces, 114 


Eigenspace, 120 
Eigenvector, generalized, 105, 119 
Ellipsoid in Hilbert space, 327 
e-set, 86 

in linear topological space, 86, 87 
Equality of random variables, 238 
Exponent of convergence 88 

of ellipsoid, 89 


Factor space, 72 
Fatou’s lemma, 145 
Fourier transform of a measure, 139 
Function 
evenly positive definite continuous, 211, 
226 
order of growth, 87 
positive-definite continuous, 138, 140, 
152 
positive test, 136 
of random variables, 239, 240 
rapidly decreasing, 11 
symmetric relative to group, 213 
of the second kind, 213 
Functional 
bilinear, 2 
continuous in each argument, 8 
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on space K, 18, 19 
on space K(a), 17, 18 
on space S, 19 
on nuclear space, 74 
characteristic, 260 
of random process with independent 
values, 273 
convex, 3 
correlation, see Correlation functional 
Hermitian bilinear, 2, 167 
translation invariant, 167, 169 
local, 275 
lower semicontinuous, 4 
multiplicatively positive on topological 
algebra, 230 
positive definite on linear topological 
space, 347 
Functional dimension 
of linear topological space, 98 
of space U, 102 
of space 3, 101 


Gaussian measure, 335 
degenerate (improper), 337 
Gaussian process 
examples, 257 
improper, 251 
proper, 248 
correlation functional of, 249 
derivative of, 257 
with independent values, 288, 289 
Generalized eigenvector, 105, 119 
Generalized function 
conditionally positive, 176 
on space Z, 178, 179 
conditionally positive definite, 175 
on space K, 188 
even, 196 
positive on space Z of one variable, 220 
positive on space Z of several variables, 
225 
evenly positive definite, 196 
on space K, 216 
on space S$}, 211, 212 
on space S? , 199, 207 
positive, 136,°142 
on space K, 142 
on space K{M,}, 148 
on space K{M,y}, 148 
on space S, 145 
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on space Sg, 149 
positive definite, 140 
relative to group, 214 
on space K, 157, 158 
on space S, 151, 152 
on space Z, 166, 167 
symmetric relative to group, 213 
Generalized random field, 243, 289 
homogeneous, 290 
and isotropic, 292 
correlation functional of, 294 
spectral measure of, 293 
correlation functional of, 290 
with homogeneous and isotropic sth- 
order increments, 294 
correlation functional of, 297 
isotropic, 292 
multidimensional, 298 
correlation matrix of, 298 
homogeneous, 299 
correlation matrix of, 300 
isotropic, 301 
correlation matrix of, 301 
with homogeneous sth-order incre- 
ments, 300 
correlation matrix of, 300, 301 
vector mean value of, 298 
vectorial, 301, 302 
correlation matrix of, 302 
Generalized random process, 243 
derivative of, 246 
Gaussian improper, 251 
Gaussian proper, 248 
correlation functional of, 249 
derivatives of, 257 
examples, 257 
with independent values, 273 
nth-order moments, 287, 288 
characteristic functional of, 273, 278 
linear operations on, 245 
nth-order moments of, 247 
Poisson, 282 
of generalized type, 285, 286 
stationary, 262, 263 
correlation functional of, 264 
in the wide sense, 268 
mean value of, 263 
spectral measure of, 264 
with stationary nth-order increments, 265 
correlational functional of. 266 
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mean value of, 265, 266 
translation of, 246 
unit, 244, 260 
correlation functional of, 260 
spectral measure of, 264 


Half-space, 303 
Hilbert’s example, 233 


Kernel theorem 
abstract, 74 
second formulation of, 76 
for polylinear functional, 20 
for space K, 18 
Krein’s theorem, 196, 197 


Linear topological space 
e-set in, 86, 87 
functional dimension of, 98 
locally convex, 6, 114, 305 
Local functional, 275 


Measure 
on cylinder sets (cylinder set measure), 
307 
compatibility condition for, 309 
continuous, 309, 310 
countably additive, 372 
conditions for, 315 
in adjoint space of countably 
Hilbert space, 318 
in Hilbert space, 334 
finitely additive, 312 
induced, 311 
Fourier transform of, 346 
Gaussian, 335 
degenerate (improper), 337 
quasi-invariant, 352, 355 
random, 268 
regular, 308, 314 
o-finite, 350 
spectral, 128 
of generalized random field, 290 
of generalized random process, 264 
of unit random process, 264 
symmetric relative to group, 214 
tempered, 140 
weak convergence of, 349 
Measures, equivalence of, 351 
Minimal order of growth, a function of, 88 
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Moments, nth order 
of generalized random process, 247 
with independent values, 287, 288 
Multiplicative positivity, 142 
Multiplicatively positive functional, 230 
Multiplicatively positive generalized func- 
tion, 149, 150 
on space K, 150 
on space QV, 201 
on space S, 150 


Norm, Hilbert-Schmidt, 35 
trace, 49 
Nuclear Lie group, 362 
Nuclear space, see Space 
Nuclearity criterion 
for countably Hilbert space, 70 
for perfect countably Hilbert space, 93, 
94 


Operator 
completely continuous, 27 
degenerate, 26 
with finite trace, 38 
of Hilbert-Schmidt type, 32 
nuclear, 37 
in Banach space, 55, 56 
self-adjoint, 123 
completely continuous, 28 
cyclic, 123, 129 
in nuclear space, 124 
strictly positive definite, 26 
Order of growth of function, 87 


Polar of a set, 312 


Radon-Nikodym theorem, 351 
Random field, generalized, see Generalized 
random field 

Random function, 241 

Random functional, 242 

Random measure, 268 

Random process, 241 
generalized, see Generalized 

process 

Random variable, 237 
characteristic function of, 241 
infinitely divisible, 283 
mean value of, 240 

Realization of Hilbert space, 110 


random 
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Resolution of unity, 127 
Riesz’s theorem, 137 
Rigged Hilbert space, 107 


Schur’s theorem, 277 
Series of functionals 
absolutely convergent, 67 
unconditionally convergent, 67 
Set 
absolutely convex, 3 
absorbing, 4 
bounded, in countably Hilbert space 
or adjoint, 60, 61 
cylinder, 303 
base of, 305 
generating subspace of, 305 
of eigenvectors, complete, 120 
of random variables, 238 
metric order, relative to neighborhood 
of zero, 88 
Space 
barreled, 6 
countably Hilbert, 57, 58 
adjoint to, 59 
K, 11, 20, 21 
K’, 24, 25 
K, 25 
K(a), 20 
R(a), 80 
Ka), 80 
K{M,}, 81, 82 
K{M,,}, 148 
k{m,,}, 85 
locally convex linear topological, 6, 114, 
305 
nuclear, 62, 63 
countably Hilbert, 62 
countably normed, 63 
examples of, 79 
linear topological, 66 
perfect, 72 
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Q, 200, 201 
reflexive, 61 
S, 11, 21 
S’, 24, 25 
Sy , 211, 212 
ST, 198 
Sa, Ar 84 
s, 85 
Uu, 102 
Z, 22 
Z’, 24 
Z, 25 
Z(a), 23 
3, 26, 85, 101 
Spectral decomposition, 120 
theorem on, 128 
Symmetric homomorphism, 230 
Topology, defined by positive definite 
operators, 333 
in countably Hilbert space and adjoints, 
60, 61 


Union space of linear topological spaces, 
330 
Unit random field, 245 
Unit random process, 244, 260 
correlation functional of, 260 
spectral measure of, 264 
Unitary operator 
in Hilbert space, 121 
cyclic, 121 
in rigged Hilbert space, 121 
cyclic, 121 
Unitary representation, 363 
cyclic, 363 


Wiener process, 245, 258 
correlation functional of, 259 
derivative of, 260 
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